
In connection with annual leave, I plan to 


vacation with my family at East Dennis, Cape Cod, Massachusetts, 
for two weeks and then will return to Washington for the remaining 
week . I will be leaving early tomorrow morning, July 3, 1954, 
by automobile . I will be in touch with the New Haven Office 
en route tomorrow evening, and will, of course, keep in touch 
periodically with the Bureau . 




STANDARD FORM NO. 84 


0§ct Memorandum 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Tolson 

Botrdman. 


MB. !• f. BOARDMAN My 6, 1954 ES 


PROM t 


MB. A. 



,111 f 


SUBJECT: immRYf ASSISTANT director bemont 


/ 


Mr. Belmont called Mr. Hennrich on the afternoon of 
July 6, 1954, and advised that while on annual leave he could 
be reached c/o Mrs. John A ♦ Ellen, South Street , East Dennis, 
Massachusetts . The telephone number is Dennis 69. This is a 
phone in the home of Mrs. Ellen, which is immediately adjacent 
to the house occupied by Belmont and he can always be reached 
up there. 


ACTION: 


For your information< 


CEStbal 


fj 

tfAV'. 







Standard Form 88 
T -• (Rev. Aug. 1950) 
PROMULGATED BY 
*'^JJREAU OF THE BUDGET 

" Circular A-24 


|RT OF MEDICAL EXAMINATION 


1. LAST N^ME^FIRST NAME— MIDDLE NAME 

BELMONT ALAN HARNDEN 

4, HOME ADDRESS ( Number , street or RFD , city or town , zone and State ) 


2. GRADE AND COMPONENT OR POSITION 

ASST. DR. 

5. PURPOSE OF EXAMINATION 

ANNUAL 


3. IDENTIFICATION NO. 

6. DATE OF EXAMINATION 

9 -ih-Sk 


|' 7. SEX 

8. RACE 

9. TOTAL YRS. GOVT. SERVICE 

10. DEPARTMENT. AGENCY. OR SERVICE* 

11. ORGANIZATION UNIT 

M 

¥ 

MILITARY | CIVILIAN 




12. DATE OF BIRTH 13. PLACE OF BIRTH 

1-22-07 New York 

15. EXAMINING FACILITY OR EXAMINER. AND ADDRESS 

Bethesda 

17. RATING OR SPECIALTY 

CLINICAL EVALUATION 


wad m & i ABNOR- ( Check each item m appropriate col- 
wukmal MAL umn: enter “TV. E.” if not evaluated ) 


-B- 18. HEAD. FACE. NECK. AND SCALP 


19. NOSE 

20. SINUSES 


21, MOUTH AND THROAT 


77 {I nt, A ext. canals) {Auditor V 

U. EARS GENERAL acuity under item* 70 and71) 

23. DRUMS (Perforation) 

7A cvcc rmirDAi (Visual ucuitu and refraction 

CH. LYLS— GENERAL under i[ems 69< 60 and6 i) 

25. OPHTHALMOSCOPIC 

26. PUPILS (Equality and reaction ) 

~ motility 

28. LUNGS AND CHEST (Include breasts ) ! 

29. HEART (Thrust, size, rhythm, sounds ) 

30. VASCULAR SYSTEM (Varicosities, etc.) 

31. ABDOMEN AND VISCERA (Include hernia ) 

32 ANUS AND RECTUM ■ Whnorrboitli, fatulac) 
sc. minus AMU Htuuw {p TOS tate if indicated) 

33. ENDOCRINE SYSTEM 

34. G-U SYSTEM 

35. UPPER EXTREMITIES Tan ° e ° f 


14. NAME. RELATIONSHIP. AND ADDRESS OF NEXT OF KIN 


16. OTHER INFORMATION 


TIME IN THIS CAPACITY: TOTAL LAST SIX MONTHS 

NOTES . — Describe every abnormality in detail. (Enter pertinent item number before i 
comment: continue in item 73 and use additional sheets if necessary.) 


Deviated septum NCD 


37. LOWER EXTREMITIES o/motton) 

38. SPINE. OTHER MUSCULOSKELETAL 
j ^ 39. IDENTIFYING BODY MARKS. SCARS. TATTOOS 

40. SKIN. LYMPHATICS 

^ : — ■= • — 

, , ,y. 41. NEUROLOGIC (EQuilibrium tests under item 75) 

42. PSYCHIATRIC {Specify any personality deviation) 

Females only (Check how done) 

~ 43. PELVIC D VAGINAL D RECTAL 

44. DENTAL (Place appropriate symbols above or below number of upper and lower teeth, respectively) 


i in item 73) 


t o.—Restorable teeth 

i—Nonrestorable teeth 

f' 'X 


X — Missing teeth 

XXX.— Replaced by dentures 


(6 X S).— Fixed bridge, brackets to 
include abutments 


45. URINALYSIS: SP. GR. 


ALBUMIN < 

Neg. 

48. EKG 

Normal 


SUGAR 

Neg. 


1.021 

MICROSCOPIC 

■N §£ . 

49. eL^5d TTiPE AND RH~ 


LABORATORY FINDINGS 

46. CHEST X-RAY (Place, date, film number, result) 

BECOBDED--24 

Negative ■ 

50. OTHER TESTS 


REMARKS AND ADDITIONAL DENTAL DEFECTS l 
DISEASES 


V 

Z 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

IT 

12 

T3 

T4 

15 

16 

32 

31 

30 

V 

29 

28 

27 

26 

25 

24 

23 

22 

21 

20 

19 

18 

17 


^'ype III 
Class 1 

e DTR-pr.-max. 

t ?t~ J 


l 47. SEROLOGY (Specify test result) 

| t TQW 

i 

il Kahn. Negative 


FEOEHli &uA^ ma ££f 


h.1 




1 


57. BIjOOD PRESSURE ( Arm at heart level) 


RIGHT 20/ 20 < 

LEFT 20/ pQ ( 

62. heterophoria- 

{Specify distance) ES° 


CORR. TO 20/ 
CORR. TO 20/ 


MEASUREMENTS AND OTHER FINDINGS 


51. HEIGHT 

52. WEIGHT ^ ‘ 

53. COLOR HAIR 

54. COLOR EYES 

55. BUILD: 

56. TEMP. 

S'lQ" 




SLENDER 

MEDIUM HEAVY OBESE 



brown 


□ 

3 P □ Normal 


58. PULSE (Arm at heart level) 


SITTING 

^18 : 

RECUM- 

$YS, 

STANDING 

SYS. 

SITTING 

AFTER EXERCISE 

2 MiN. AFTER 

RECUMBENT 

AFTER STANDING 
3 MIN. 


DIAS. y Q 

BENT 

DIAS. 

(5 min.) 

DIAS, 

Aft 





59. 

DISTANT VISION 


60. 

REFRACTION 

61. 


NEAR VISION 



CORR. TO 
CORR. TO 


63. ACCOMMODATION 
RIGHT LEFT 

66. FIELD OF VISION 


64. COLOR VISION ( Test used and result) 65. DEPTH PERCEPTION | UNCORRECTED 


N ormal 


(Test used and score) 


67. NIGHT VISION (Test used and score) 68. RED LENS 


69. INTRAOCULAR TENSION 


RIGHTWvl^ 715SV 15 /IS 
leftwv 15 /IS sv 15 /IS 


71. 



AUDIOMETER 


250 

tse 

600 
61 1 

1000 

10X4 

2000 

ms 

RIGHT 




% 

LEFT 




1 


72. PSYCHOLOGICAL AND PSYCHOMOTOR (Tests used and score) 


73. NOTES (Continued) AND SIGNIFICANT OR INTERVAL HISTORY 


( Use additional sheets of plain paper if necessary) 
74: SUMMARY OF DEFECTS AND DIAGNOSES (List diagnoses with item numbers) 


75. RECOMMENDATIONS— FURTHER SPECIALIST EXAMINATIONS INDICATED (Specify) 


PHYSICAL PROFILE 



PUL 

H E S 




77. EXAMINEE (Check) 

Sis T ouAUFiEDFoR strenuous physical exertion & use of fire 

arms • PHYSICAL CATEGORY 

78. IF NOT QUALIFIED. LIST DISQUALIFYING DEFECTS BY ITEM NUMBER 

A B 

C E 





79. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSICIAN 


0. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSICIAN 


81. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF DENTIST OR PHYSICIAN (Indicate which) 

82. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF REVIEWING OFFICER OR APPROVING AUTHORITY 


U. S. gWIrNMENT PRATING OFFICE 1953— 0-24341 3 16“ 022S8 - 1 


NUMBER OF AT* 
TACHED SHEETS 



ATTACHMENT TO STANDARD FORM 88 
(Revised July 21, 1952) 

Report of Medical Examination 
FOR INFORMATION AND GUIDANCE OF MEDICAL EXAMINER; 

The following portions of the attached examination report form need 
not he completed: 

2 67 

3 68 

11 69 

14 71 (unless other 

17 examination indi- 

62 cates desirable) 

65 72 

Item 48> the electrocardiogram, is not required unless the 
examinee is over 35 years of age or unless other examination indicates 
such is desirable* 

If the examinee is an applicant, the Chest X ray and blood 
type and Rh factor (Items 46 and 49) are not necessary unless the 
facilities for affording same are readily available to the examiner. 

FOR ALL EXAMINEES, WHETHER CLERICAL OR SPECIAL AGENT, APPLICANTS OR 
EMPLOYEES: 

The medical examiner should answer the following question: 


Examinee 

(is or is not) 
exertion. (Designate which) 

FOR ALL MALE EMPLOYEES OR APPLICANTS: 


qualif ied for strenuous physical 


The medical examiner is requested to answer the following: 

Does examinee have any defects restricting or prohibiting his 
participation in defensive tactics and dangerous assignments which might 
entail the practical use of firearms? 


If answer is "yes" please specify. 

IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT ALL STATEMENTS IN ITEMS 59« 61, 64 AND 70 PERTAINING 
TO VISUAL ACUITY, COLOR VISION AND HEARING BE COMPLETED IN DETAIL. 



ihj/rv 

(Date) 

<v7' y</6> 5^' 3 



<mi 


Mr. Harbo 


July 6, 1954 


PROM: 


G. C. Gearty 


SUBJECT: SPECIAL CONFERENCE 7-1- 54 

SAC » S AND ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIALS 
KIDNAPPING SQUAD 


4 s Reurmemo to Mr. Tolson 7-2-54 setting forth the fact that a 

V special conference for SAC*s and Administrative Officers who had 
\ been trained in the Kidnapping Squad courses as well as certain 
S' selective representatives at the Seat of Government had been held 

^ on 7-1-54. 

For record purposes there is set forth below the identifica- 
i . tidn of those who were in attendance at this conference. A copy 
|S of this memorandum is being designated for the personnel file ot be 

r v ' each of those who were in attendance at this conference. S 


v. 

bPrNICHOLS;,;;©l BJ 
' EELMON lHiJrR.N 
'HAKBOi 'H. C 


SEAT OF GOVERNMENT REPRESENTATIVES 

MOHR, J. P. GEARTY, G. C. GALLAGHER, R. J. 

PARSONS, D. J. WINTERROWD, E. H. HUGHES. E. H. 
ROSEN, A. PRICE, F. L. I 

TAMM, Q. MYERS, 0. F. 


(SPECIAL AGENT IN CHARGE 


fADM. OFFICER - #1 MAN) 


iS HOSTETTER* D. S. (SAC) 
KELLY, J. J. ” 

SfM0N, ; K^ G» (ASAC) 
HAWKINS, H. o. (SAC) 
P0WERS, E. J . ” 

i: AUERBACH, R. D. " 

‘ . ’ J'; f. w 

« ■ w. m., JR. M 

b -WiTlRE, F. H. " 

5 MILNES, J. E. " 


NEWARK 
NEW YORK 
NEW YORK 
ATLANTA 
MIAMI 
SEATTLE 
LOS ANGELES 
SAN FRANCISCO 
DETROIT 
ST. LOUIS 


ALDEN, S. (SA 

CASPER, J. J. 11 
BOSWELL, H. C. " 
BURKE, W. W., JRi” 
CHILES, M. P. " 
BRYCE, D. A. M 
POSTER, J. B. " 

santoiana, J. F. M 

BLAYLOCK, L. n 
WILLIAMS, W. H. ” 


(SAC) KNOXVILLE 

11 NEW HAVEN 

" NEW ORLEANS 

R," LITTLE ROCK 

" SAN ANTONIO 

M ALBUQUERQUE 

" DENVER 

. M PORTLAND . 

n INDIANAPOLIS 
” OMAHA 


GCGrwc 


■ 13 l9Si 
















October 15, 2954 


Tolson 

Board roan 

Nichols 

Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons 

Rosen 

Tamm 

Sizoo 

Vinterrowd 

Tele. Room 

Holloman 

Gandy 


PERSONAL AND CO NT TIAL 



Mr . Alan H. Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D. <7. 

/Nbf S2>£fj(Si& 

Bear Mr. Belmont : 1 ~ ^ f 

s I have viewed with concern the delag which be 

occurred in the Domestic Intelligence Division in hie 

the handling of a letter dated September 14, 1954, 
from the Miami Division pertaining to a request made 
by Mr. George A. Brautigam, State Attorney, Eleventh 
Judicial Circuit of Florida, Miami, Florida, for the 
identity of any informants who coul d be released t o 
testify in the state prosecution of \ \ for 

perjury. I have noted that this letter was received 
in the internal Security Section on September 22, 1954, 
and no reply was sent to the Miami Division until 
September 30, 1954. I realise that considerable re- 
search was necessary before this reply could be sentg 
nevertheless, it is obvious that this mat could have 
been handled more promptly than it was by the^ -Dome&tie 
Intelligence Division. ... ,y. y ^ £§ 3 

Accordingly, I shall expect ypu^m take proper 
measures to insure that in the future piktteizs. of this, 
nature are thoroughly and promptly handiedrUy personnel 
under your supervision in order that th^re will tbe no 
further instance of such delay attributable to %he Domestic 
Intelligence Division. \ 

! 

Very truJjjl/ours , 


00 T 1 r 


^ DCM’ ggs fffos : 




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Bcardrmn 




DATB: October 


fir 

4, is 


» Mr.iA. 


•UBJBCT : | 


Laont 


FBI File 100-303466 


SYNOPSIS: 


'Ktakr r 

Parsons 

Rosen 

T«mm 

Sizoo 

I interrowd 
Tele. Room 
Holloman „ 
(iandy 

W- 


George A. Brautigam, State Attorney , 11th Judicial Circuit 
of F lorida, Miami. Florida . by letter dated October 4, 1954, advised 
that I I had testified before a Dade County Grand Jury and 

denied present or past Communist Party (CP) membership. The letter 
indicated that our ifiami Office had been requested to volunteer the “ 
identity of any info rmants w ho could be released to testtfy in the 
state prosecution of I I for perjury, is an enclosure to the . 

letter, there wa3 attached a l etter to the St ate Attor ney ’ s office 
dated S eptember 19, 1954, from | in which \ 1 identified 

I as a Communist and submitted the names of eight ind ividuals 
who he believed might be in a position to advise regardin g I 

CP membership. Brautigam 's letter also listed three addi tional 
persons mho allegedly had information regarding I I CP membership. 

The letter requested that the Bureau advise wheth er any of the » 

individuals jcould-be used as witnesses concern ino I I CP >)' 

membership . The letter indicated that none of the individuals 
who might be potential witnesses had been contacted by Brautigam’s 
office and would rfyt be contacted until this matte? had bsen cleared 
with the Bureau, ^rautigam 's request of our ‘Jiamf^Office' was called 
to the Bureau's attention by ifiami letter dated Septembe r 14. 1954, 
which requested Bureau authority to make available to Brautigam the 
identity of persons who are not active security informants . Bureau 
letter dated September 30, 1954, to 'Jiani denied authority to make 
.available the identity of the potential witnesses to Brautigam, but 
jiindicatod that the Bureau would consider furnishing fum with public 
•| source material . Concerning the ifiami request to the Bureau and the 
JiBureau f s reply , the Director asked "thy did it take us so long to 
ijadvise MkQli iP H." The Miami letter was received by the Records 
['Section at the Bureau on September 16. 19$ 4^ It was received in the' : 
l Internal Security Section on September 1954, and handled dbyHrie ■ : 

supervisor by letter to Miami dated Friday , September 24, 1954. 
lOtei /outgoing letter wa3 returned by Mr. Boardman's office to 
Mr. Belmont ’s ^office where it was stamped in at 4:55 p.m., 

September 24, 1 954* On Monday, Seotember 27, 1954, it was returned 
. to the Internal SeourityLffection from Mr, Belmont’s office so that 
I conside ration' m ight be gcioeiQ td j fhejtjhsp or nift it would be feasible 
'to coiJ I I before a Federal Grand**Iury. After careful cons ideratit, 


Attachments 


JLM:pjm 


before a Federal Grand'lury. 

. ,7 If, \ . . 

( f -bo ■ 

b7C "■"•'Wl' - . 


After careful consideration 





and stu dy was m ade of all the facts involved, it was determined that 
calling I 1 before a Federal Grand Jury would not be feasible. 

( This conclusion was reached on September 29 and the original letter 
to Miami was reda ted for September 30 and sent back for approval on 
September 29, 1954. The Bureau's files have been reviewed concerning 
the three individuals mentioned in Brautigam's letter and the eight 
individuals in the enclosure to that letter suggested as possible 
witnesses in a state perjury trial. The files reveal that none of 
these individuals are currently Bureau informants and the Bureau 
would interpose no objection to their use as witnesses in a state 
prosecution. b6 


ISECOMMENDA TIOES: 


b7C 


( 1 ) With respect to the director's inquiry, in view of the 
fact that the Miami letter was originally handled by the supervisor 
in the Internal Security Section within two days after its receipt 
in that Section , and, in view of the fact that it was necessa ry after 
f£the question had been raised concerning whether or not I I should 

b e taken before a Federal Grand Jury to give this matter appropriate 
consideration and study, it is recommended that no administrative 
action is 0 necessary with respect to the handling of this piece of 
l mail. You may be assured , however, that every effort i3 being made 
by the Domestic Intelligence Division^to handle all mail promptly. 




Jp ^ jttr&PLt >6-cr 


Air ^ 

fUcruiu PP'AtC* JiMtJ 


vm f <jc crucvu * i * * on wt 


a ale all me 

QufJ f&C UJC\A.j 

„ ^A, A t {fa* i 




t~' 


r > 

v* - t C' 
r 

(2) If V ou approve, there is attached hereto a letter to 
George A. Brautigam acknowledging the receipt of his letter dated 
October 4, 1954, advising him that he will be contacted by the special 
Agent in Charge of the Miami Office concerning the subject matter of 
■is letter. 


y 



/ 






>A 











(3) If you approve , copies of the Bureau's acknowledgment 
to M r . Brautigam will be forwarded to the Miami Office instructing the 
SAC to personally contact Brautigam and advise him of the c onfidential 
nature of the Bureau's files , in view of which the Bureau is not in a 
position to approve or disapprove any contact with or use by Brautigam 
■ as witnesses any of the individuals listed in the letter to the 
Bureau or in its enclosure , The SAC will be authorised to furnish 
Brautigam on a confidential basis, with the distinct understanding 
r . that such information shall not be attributed to the Bureau , all 
jl public source material pertinent to Hirsch's CP membership which is 
}j ava ilable in the Miami Office or which may be made available to Miami 
>' by either the Charlotte , Norfolk , or Washington Field Offices, It is 
noted that in Bulet dated September 30, 1954, copies of which were 
designated to each of the above-mentioned offices , those offices were 
instructed to advise the Bureau and Miami Office of any public source 
material available concerning Hir3ch . / 


/ ( 4 ) If you approve, there is attached hereto a teletype 

* ‘to the Miami Office with copies for Charlotte , Washington Field, and 
$ Norfolk, instructing the last-named offices to immediately advise the 
Bureau and Miami Office of the results of th eir file reviews with 
respect to public source material concerning \ |. 


DETAILS: 


By letter dated October 4, 1954, George A. Brautigam, State 
Atto rney , 11th Judi cial Circuit of Florida, Miami, Florida, adyised 
that I I had testified before a Dade County Grand Jury that 

he is not and never was a member of the Communist Party ( CP ), 

Bra utigam indicated that h e had information indicating that I I 

and | L had been members of the CP at Chapel Hill, 

Durham, North Carolina, Brautiga m indica ted that consideration was 
being given to the prosecution of I I in state court for perjury. 


* &' 3 ? '•* -jv; *&■' {>} ■ ■: "■■ 

;•• ''•.'IN -f V ■ ■ 


He advised that several weeks ago he had requested our 
Miami Office to assist in the state's prosecution by advising of the 
identity of confidential informants who mi ght be released for use b< 
as witnesses in a perjury trial of I l He stated that he had b r 

not received an answer from our Miami Office . 

In his letter , Brautigam advised that he had been informed 
that the following individuals are alleg ed to have information 

I I I I - _ i_ • i ^ /k . 1 1 


o once rnin< 


York City ; 


is connected with the 


Michigan State C ol lege ; 


| in Hew 
arolina „ 


A s an enclosure to his letter , Brautigam. furnished the b ° r 
Bureau with a copy of a letter dated September 19 (1954) from 
I 1, North Carolina , in which Long stated he knew 

I I to be a Communist and submitted the nam es of ei ght individuals 

described as ’’ exposed Beds." who were known to and to \ 


Brautigam’s letter requested that the Bureau advise whether 
or not any of the individuals m entioned above may be contacted 
concerning the CP membership of I [ He indicated that 

none of these indiv iduals have as yet been contacted as he wished to 
clear with the Bureau to be sure that none of them were of value to 
the Bureau, b6 

■b7C 

Brautigam’s request of our Miami Office was called to the 
Bureau’s attention by Miami letter d^ted September 14, 1954. This was 
answered by Bulet dated September 30, 1954, indicating that the Bureau 
would consider furnish ing Brau tigam on a confidential basis public 
source data c oncerning \ [ It indicated that the Bureau could not 

authorise the disseminati on of any information from our files nor 
would the Bureau author ise divulging the names of any c onfidential 
informants who might be of value as witnesses . With respect to 
Miami’s letter and the Bureau's reply, the Director inquired "Why 
did it take us so long to advise MiamiP H.’’ The Miami letter dated 
September 14, 1954, was received at the Bureau and stamped into the 
Records Section on September 16, 1954 . It was forwarded to the 
Internal Security Section and stamped into that Section on September 2i. 
1954, This letter was handled immediately by the supervisor to whom 
it was assigned and a letter was prepared, addressed to Miami, dated a 
September 24, 1954. It was approved by the Internal Security Section 
and routed to Mr. Boardman’3 office on September 24, 1954. On the 
same date, it was returned to Mr. Belmont’s office, by Mr. Boardman’s 
office, where it was stamped in at 4:55 p.m., Friday, September 24, 
1954. On Monday, September 27, 1954, it was routed to the Internal 
Security Section. It was returned so that c onsideration might be 



given to whether or not it would be feasible to call I I before a 

Federal Grand Jury . This matter was given caref ul and d etailed study 
and based thereon it was determined that calling I 1 before a 

Federal Grand Jury would not be advisable * This decision was reached 
on September 29, 1954, and the original letter prepared by the 


Internal Security Section was redated for September 30, 1954, and 
returned to Ur. Boardman l s office for approval on September 29, li 


954. 


The Bureau's files have been reviewed concerning each of 


the individuals mentioned 
1954 , and its enclosure . 
informa tion: 


in Ur. Brautigam's letter dated October 4, 
This review reflects the following 


[ 


f 65-30717. \ 

Office^ TnTs 


is a 



] 


during 

and 


is the subject of Bureau file 
*S ecurTty Index subject of the Charlotte 
TnvesTigaticn is currently in a closed status. 

March, 1953, appeared before the Jenner Committee 
invoked the__F±fth Amendm ent. He currently resides 

North Carolina. 



J 



1 

is the 

0-377901 

This individual . \ 

1 

F 


h6 

b7> 


North Carolina 


likewise apoeared before 

a witness and invoked the Fifth Amendment . 
subject of a closed security matter investigation 
Office and is included in the Security Index. 


the Jenner Committee during March, 

This individual 

in the Charlotte 


res ides 
She 

1953, as 
is the 


U . Bureau file 

individual is f ormer. C^njfid^nt_ial Informant [ 


[ 


This 


discontinued on 

FBI informant based 


[ 


before the 
relating to 


Subversive. 
the | 


100^3 72421 . 

| who was 

He is publicly known as a former 
ugon njwsjxij)e£ public i tu which appeared in the 

~L following his appearance 
Activities Control Qjxird os a witness in hearings 


] 


[ 


3 Bureau file 40-32121 . This individual is 
included in the Security Index. He is a potential Smith Act subject 
in which Charlotte is the office of prosecution. He presently 
resides in Newark, New Jersey, and is employed as an instructor in 


the Newark College of Engineering. 

[ 


bo 

hi' 


I. Bureau file 100-175577. Th\3 
individual is not included in the Security Index. However, he was 
interviewed on August 1, 1951, at which time he was cooperative and 






admitted having been a member of the CP during the years 1934 and 
1935 while a student in Durham , North Carolina . He has never had 
any informant status . 



who is the 

Info rma n 1 1 
publicly known 


l Bureau file 100-357148. This individual , 
writer of BrauTTgam 's enclosed l etter . is former Confid ential 
_] who was disc ontinued 


on 


| who was 

a 3 a former Bureau informant as he has appeared 
Government witness in the Smith Act trials in Baltimore and in 
second Smith Act trial in New York City. 


a 3 
the 


is 

a 


I L Bureau file 100-376605. This 

individual is not included in the Security Index and is the subject 
! of a closed security matter investigation in the Charlotte Office. 
i I * * * 5 ; His file reflects that he was assoc dated with CP members prior to 
* f , 1938 and investigation revealed no Communist affiliation subsequent b ° 
to that year. b7 


% | | Bureau file 100-11592. This individual , 

a Security Index subject , is a potential Smith Act subject in which 

the Charlotte Office is the office of prosecution. He is the 

I |. and his current whereabouts is 

unknown. The Department of Justice has not indicated any intention 
to proceed under the Smith Act against this individual in the 
immediate future. 


I ~~1. Bureau file 100-384292 . This individual 

is the subject of a closed security matter investigation in which 
Detroit is the office of origin. He is not included in the Security 
Index. Investigation revealed that he was a CP member from 1914 to 
1937. He was interviewed during September , 1952 , by Bureau Agents , 
was cooperative, admitted past CP membership , and furnished information 
concerning individuals known to him to be Communists . He has never 
been used as an informant of the Bureau. b6 

•b 7 C 

I ~L Bureau file 100-344338 . This 

individual is the subject of a closed security investigation in which 
New Haven was origin. He is a former Security Index subject. 

During November , 1953, he was interviewed by Bureau Agents, ms 
c ooperative , admitted CP membership through 1948, and furnished 
information c oncerning the CP membership of others. As of February , 
1954, Bureau received information that this individual had accepted 
a teaching position in Israel and was believed to have either left the 
United States as of that time or would leave shortly thereafter. 




- 6 - 




^ssg -9M l 




I l This individual i3 the \ \ 

I L She was reportedly active in the CP in 1947 anfr 1948 

but was dropped from membership during July, 1948. She is not 
included in the Security Index. 

I E . The Bureau's files 

reflect no information to indicate that this individual has been 
the subject of a Bureau investigation. Likewise, the files reflect 
no data to indicate that this individual is or has been an informant 
of this Buream 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

October 15, 1954 



Parsons 

Nr, Rosen 

Hr. Tamm 

Hr. Jones . 

Mr. Sizoo 

Mr. winterrowd __ 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Holloman 


Miss Holmes 
Miss Gar^y _ 


11 


The radiog?&ro from San Juan con- 
cerning the rtationalist P arty of 
Puerto Bico was sent by^an*Juan 
starting' at 12:52 AM, and the sending 
.was completed and received here at 
f ir 08 at which time corrections 

were requested. The corrections 
were received in the Teletype Unit 
from San Juan at 2:42 AM . The radiogram was then 
sent to the Code Room for decoding, and received back 
in the Teletype lfip4t at 4:29 AM . The original of the 
radiogram was th^ji received in Mr. Boardman's , 
office at 8:&4 AM/ ^and a copy was received in M r./^ 
Belmont 1 s office at ^:39 AM , l t 

Mr. Belmont vacated 'fie was on Mr. Boardman's desk 
and on reading the radiogram thought that you would 
want an interpretation^ the radiogram and recom- 
mendations for a course of action at the time that you 
read the radiogram. He therefore thought that in the 
interest of time it would be better to dictate a memo 
to send in with the original of the radiogram. He 
immediately called Section Chief Baumgardner and 
Supervisor Spencer to Mr. Boardman's office, at 
which time Mr, Bfelrtront personally dictated the memo 
to you with the recomfneddation. / - 

• WiCmO-57 

Mr. Belmont^m^ vised that he thought <>, t het 4 
he was exercisin^th& heat jlAfcment in the matter so ' 
that you would have the ea^irjjypicture at’ one tii^e.” 

(continued)^ 

V 



^ V.V-' L 1 ' '■ 


Mr. Uiw* adviaod. *•«*•*• ‘ VTIId ^n w -k 
»mi tha»****l U immMMir to y.« “*? “ h „ 

1>W a ««*T. »*•» than holding the original at h» 

did u tM» kuumn. 

Ih* ffrtg**©! ©f tk* rw!4®*r«m «•* J 4 *- »« m0 
W e «©e«*r«l in tM» o«ice at Vh & *g - 

„ _ _ received is Mr- Ba ton©©* 1 * 

■ggS * ?.»*::© ..rfarSt- akertiT hatgg. 

^gar"- T»W kr^ng to dMorindno erherethi. 
fcaiir«n ». altar * » A“ “**; V . * 


r have tofilto^MtoS. \ST-lUtoll Mr. Boardman 
Jt„ he ta available, that tka original*^ 

i g !; tlk^ d^y and tba, any action that 
J^t ^Uka. b. taken on the baai. o, a copy. 


cc - Mr. 
TCMinti 
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October 29, 1954 

PERStNAL AND CONFIMETIAL 


Mr, Alan H. Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington , D, C, 


Dear Mr . Belmont: 


to 


IlJ.Nl 

A 


I have carefully reviewed your explanation 
regarding the delay which occurred before appropriate 
dissemination was made of information received from 
the San Juan Division on October 15, 1954 , regarding 
possible violence by members of the Nationalist Party 
of Puerto Rico to be directed against members of a 
congressional committee scheduled to visit Puerto Rico 
and there does not appear to have been any justifica- 
tion for the delinquency in question , You must certainly 
realise the absolute necessity of making such data 
available to the appropriate officials with the utmost 
dispatch and in the instance I have mentioned above this 
was not done , 


Accordingly , I wish to again bring to your 
attention my desire in such situations so that you will 
bear this in mind in the future and make certain that 
there is no repetition of such a delay * — 


JRj 



fours. 


OCT 2 7 1954 

CQMM-FBJ 


W I 

Very ■ truly 

~ i ' * ^ * 

St« Hoover f 

John Edgar Hoover 
Di rector 


F3S&' 


4 


flCi 


J IC' ggs/ff^j 

CCi Mr, Boar 

•if 

New York 

| 9 NOV 1 1954 



/■rPeyrqgnal Attention 



Addendum BeijjiQnt is expected to return (from 

l New York to Washingt'dn on the evening of 10/26/54, 
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Office . Memorandum • united states government 


TO .MB. 

OsJ 

Rom t Am H, BB&OfiT 


SUBJECT: 


NATIONALIST PARTY OF PUERTO RICO 
INTERNAL SECURITY - N 


Taboo 

dam* October 21, 

1 954 Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons 

Rosen 

Tamm 

Sizoo 

Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 
Holloman — 
Gandy 


Reference is made to the attached memorandum 
dated October 16, 1954, relative to the dissemination of 
information concerning possible violence by the Nationalist 
Party of Puerto Rico to be directed against members of a 
Congressional Committee scheduled to visit Puerto Rico at 
the end of October • 

You will recall that I was handling Mr* Boardman’s 
desk when this radiogram was received on the morning of 
October 15, 1954 • The supervisor. Jack Spencer, had been 
advised by the Night Supervisor at 6:00 am on the morning 
of October 15, of the receipt of this radiogram and started 
immediate preparation to disseminate this information to the 
Departments of Interior and State, to Speaker Martin , to 
Secret Service, to the Intelligence agencies of the Armed 
Forces, and to Assistant Attorney General Tompkins in the 
Department of Justice • , 

w.~~ 9^ y 3 9 - r j?s"^ 

When I read this radiogram on ~the morning "%f ^ 

October 15, it appeared to me, irp0few of the fact that the Q J 
alleged violence was to take pM<jw "’at the end. of October, 
that the primary matter to bqx&onsidered at once was whether 
we should not take direct acinon to forestall violence by 
causing the Department to redirect its policy, and iasvbe&l ] , ,4 
of waiting for local authorities to act in Puerto Rico# to 
take immediate action by the Federal Government in removing r 
the continuing NPPR threat by apprehending Nationalist leaders 
through the Bureau prior to the end of October • 4s you wfyll 
recall , I dictated a memorandum suggesting the immediate ' M 

consultation with the Department to this end and sent the 
memorandum through on the morning of October 15* To be sure Nj 
of the logic of this move, I first called up Section Chief 
Baumgardner and Supervisor Spencer to discuss the matter, 
thus interfering with Spencer's dictation on the dissemina- 
tion, , As I stated previously, I honestly thought I was 
taking the proper course of action because I was scheduled 
to Puerto Rico the following Monday morning and it was 


AHBitlc 


— - 


Is — 



MEMORANDUM. FOR MR* BOARDMM 


imperative to get the Department moving if we agreed that 

the proposed course of action was desirable , This resulted 

in a delay in getting the original radiogram into the 

Director , This delay was the result of my judgment in the matter 

and I am directly responsible for the delay and should be 

censured for it. 

Following the conference with me , Baumgardner 
and Spencer returned to the dictation of the letters for 
dissemination. In view of the extent of the dissemination , 
three original letters and a number of copies were required, 
Spencer completed the dictation prior to going to lunch. 

As a result of the hurricane, employees were dismissed at 
1:3.0 pm. However, we held over stenographers to work on 
this dissemination and other specials . We made a sincere 
attempt to get these letters out on the afternoon of 
October 15, but they were not completed until 6:00 pm 
on October 15, At that time we were unable to get the 
letters out of the Bureau due to weather conditions and, 
therefore, sent them through as soon as possible the next 
morning. At the same time we sent through with them the 
letter to the Attorney General proposing that he carefully 
consider and reevaluate the Department's policy as to 
procedure to be followed in Puerto Rico, Under the conditions 
that were existent on October 15, neither Baumgardner nor 
Spencer are responsible for any delay in this matter • I am 
responsible for the handling of this matter ; it was under my 
personal direction ; and, therefore, I recommend that a letter 
of eensure be directed to me. 




2 



> FORM NO* 04 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


prom i A, B, BEUlOn 

C/ 



StJIJECT: 


"A ma LEAVE REQUEST - MB H. BELMONT 

01]^' 


Tolson 

DATE: 

> mott J tp i 


Late this simmer I ms advised that mu m otm* is*' 
suffering f rom i heart condition. She resides in 
California, justfoutsiie of Ms Angelas/ mi consequently it 
is mt possible for me to see her frequently* Because of her 
advanced age, I feel it is very-necessary that ! visitMer 


An analysis of the work of the Division reflects 
that the best time for such a visit will be the week after 
next* Therefore, I would like to take annual leave for th 
week starting November 8, 1114. I plan: to fly o$t to Los 
Angeles on Saturday, November 6, and return the-.-, following 
Saturday, November 13$ The entire tine wi0. be spent with 
my mother and father at their hone in IngiUmoi. 

BEC0RDEB4&1 ■ && L% 

v . Please advise if this is approved* l y* 6 * 

b6 bi. 




fj 


18K0V9'«M 

CC - Mr. SiiM 
ABB ;tlc 



•• lisa'.A- * 


vu — — 


♦) NO 









■■ ": ■ ' : ty- . •. ' : ; ■ . V y •• -:C; ?■■; .' ~ ^ r ; ''■' ■• W#*?. 


"A : ,-ir • ; .X- • ■ V ,. ioatdnanS 




noH 




Mr. A:..: If 


iUBJBCT 


AT:J O-lfAL. 4^ J :• ;#£ET Y, : C ^ ■- liliSR.TO'-- ' h j CQ- 

Bur lie ,62^721 "PS Rt pi S s* IP V: 




concerning 


my -meoo^fciurito jSs^OSa 7 j§fl| 
g ^h e ;.nand llng ; : Of; : Uie- Sail ' Su any fad Ingram 

D«xX/-iil'!f O rma fS nr* .Wi. .. . v* 4 =jXs : * ; v "afP- ' •:■. JIMS 


, 1 ■ . ; : - As-.. is. noted y in my- ref erer.ced memorandum 'i 

3 f^ na=tl °^ 1 letters'. to' Speaker of the House coseph V/. R^lll 
Martin, ppRheypp^rtraentof Justice, the Trited StatepP'/'^l 

^terior., y the: United- states Bepartmen£yof:ifs^ 
o tc te, ta e _ initec states . secret -Service, Dili , G-2 and- MI, v«a5PS| 
I completed, ari 0 rtol2:3Q yp.m., 10/15/54. The' transcription iop^ll 
, these xet tens completed -on Friday. evening 10/15/14; ^d&etl^if 

not in time, to go out. oi the nreau. Transcri’. t of Iheiele tier III 
- delayed ; due to necss.sary/chanfei r fM^o^f rect^ ona . m ha 
V- which ^r^dated: ; 10/15/^4f - vere ^immediately handled f diiovi«$Si 
y ^p?^n^ony3at^^ and were receive : in; youR 

.office;. .atwJ?:3.5.v:,p.ia.* .\and-. the hirectorir office at 1 :06 ' ; ^,itt^‘.'.biii^^3 

- vHS 9 «ini ;0 * GlS 1 0 * y. ' * ■■■; .,: ; . -*;\ *.-j /■# v- x -x ■;'- ; . - 1.-. '.. ' : v ; , - -■ . ,-y. ;y ■ '<■■. \v ‘ upp " ~ **?"&£? p 


r ■■ - ■ OR S'-R v ^°- °* al dissemination'' or'. -the information ' ali aWn^l^ Wii 

is-, ■■■: it -in the ■ rr>f»n^i -nsr ■ %n-..Tnor r : ad logT’-aarwa s' 

R^RR * f gnjres^I^al comalttee in Piierto. BlSliLshe-end of actober-l^M 
r^^'/P ' •^^^i».Arartance-;;it,-.w.a'5 considered ndPrtte si zable 1 fo 

U ‘ i^pdep tmr n^re might te no'misuhd#i^ 

?-y ■:•!/. rfSs^J 6 ■ < ? Q **® er ? 3 r n ^. t N. alleged violencri?^Lnvolved or as to the : :"tt i fi 
t.:S , \ik tiine : it; was supposed to ocqu ? . ( , ^ r v t h. ■ 

f/y : '.> ; :' S S, j r Td^me^t' cat to. afford this matter more expedititius^yl 

py,,h : '.--- h^HTp'^n S d tt P ^ y r f s ^^ d *’ In f '4e -futur^we will endeavor -to •'■•'''■■' ; i 
|| S | # ^:-y ' tS^ir|pLrJ tteS s'^?- typ ® ln acc ^P^^ 'With the- desire^l^J 
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MEMORANDUM FOR MR. BOARD MAN 


(Mr. Keay, who handled this memorandum in Mr. 
Belmont’s absence, advises that Instant information was 
handled by Mr. Belmont, Section Chief Baumgardner and 
Supervisor Jack Spencer and therefore they were responsible 
for the method of handling. He points out that Mr . Belmont 
and Mr. Baumgardner are unavailable and, therefore, their 
explanations could not be secured. Mr. Keay states that 
all three of these individuals are aware of the Director's 
desires with reference to information of this type, that is, 
with regard to prompt dissemination and they are being 
informed of the Director’s displeasure over the handling of 
this matter.' Mr. Keay recommends no furthyi. administrative 
action.) ! ~- 


VPKstlc 
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WITED:;ST^ 


IKOM t 


WE DIRECTOR 


L* V . Boardman 




DATE: 

October 1954 


s £:L MfcfV-/ 


NATIONALIST PAR1Y0F PUERTO RICO, 
Internal Security - N 




The purpose of this memorandum is to fhdi cate responsib 
for the failure* on the part of Messrs, Baumgardner , Belmont and-' 
Boar Oman ,■ to immed i ately dies minaret i nformattcn concerni ng 
possible viofenpe by the NPPR, to be direc ted ag ainst mem be rs off 
a Congressional Committee scheduled to pis it Puerto Rico at C: tbf/.f 
end of October, andtoprSQonmend that letters of censure be 'dtf^$ 
to each of the afore-indicated Bureau officials * ' 


( On 3 / 11/54 ! dictateda memorandum to all, Lureau officials: ,),) 

and supervisors, emphasising the necessity' for immediate 
Sion of inf oimat ion received at Bureau headquarters reflebting:'.BOf: 
possible violericeagainst Government offic ials * It is obvious thai 
I failed to sufficiently impress Messrs* Belmont and Baumgardner 

I with the necessity of taking affirmative t mediate action, since 
in the instance in question letters of dissemination did not 
the Bureau until some 33 hours after the warning in formation was 
rec si ved* ■) »::■•• 7 ^;:^^--“--“ - - • - •• 

" ' 1rr: “ .■ . - -~p / ■/ 

. . Belmont, in his attached memorandum dated 10/21/54, dseumee' .. 
responsibility for) -the delay, pointing but that he was on -m yJ tjtsN, 
during my absence, when instant radiogram ■pas received on 
morning of 1 0/15/54; that he delayed dissemination to appropriate 
.Government off ic ials through the medium of conferring with hr • v 

IBaumgardfier and Supervisor ±penc er, who had . commenced to prepare 
the necessary le tters of disseminat ion* Belmon t engaged these • 
employees in a policy discussi on concerning the des irabi lity of 
preparing a memorandum tc the Department, pointing out the possi- 
bility of the Department’s immediately proceeding with prosecution 
against members of the NPPR in Puerto Rico* Belmont indicates 
this conference contributed to the dissemin ati on delay, for which 
he assumes .full responsibility and recommends he be censured*;':,.:,') 
He pointed out that hurricane Basel resulted in dismissal of 
Bureau employees, but nevertheless stenographers were held over 
for the express purpose of typing : the dies emtnqtion If Maps 
involved in instant matter ana other specials ihfing ■■■&*£!% d' in 
hie dii/ieion . ' ■ 

LVBtCSH . • • i - . !• \ . 




Atta&kmnts 


*?r- 


>;Q 


Baumgardner, in the attached memorandum dated 10/21/54, 
mentions conferring with Belmont; mentions hurricane Hazel, 
but nevertheless assumes responsibility for not having insured 
that the dissemination was made more expeditiously . 

The dissemination of this information, orally and in 
writing, could and should have been made more expeditiously 
than i t was . 

X I am not recommending c ensure as to Supervisor «/. C» 
Spencer, since he teas under the instructions of his official 
superiors . 


RSCOMMSHPATION: . \j 

2. I recommend that Section Chief F, Jjt Baumgardner be 
censured for failure to insist on the arrmgements necessary 
to insure immediate dissemination of the information in question, 

2 • I recommend that Assistant Bi/^M^rMelmont be censured, 

eld a eenj 


2» I recommend that Assistant Dife'cmrrJBe lmon t be censured, 
in that, despite the fact that he held a conference, he could and 
should have insured iftat immediate dissemination be made of the 
information in question . His policy conference wqs a separate 
matter and should not have interfered with the dissemination • 

3. I recommend that I be censured because of the breakdown 
in the administrative operations of this office . My instructions , 
previously given, were not heeded, and I feel that it is my 
responsib ilitij* to insure that, whether I am present or absent , 
essential operations be properly carried on by subordinates • 


<?</& 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 


TO « THE DIRECTOR 


from * J£B. L. V, BOARDMAN 


DATE: 

November 5, 195 : 




V 


•OBJECT: NATIONAL security council 
! NET CAPABILITIES EVALUATION SUBCOMMITTEE 





Rosen — 

Tamm\ 

Sizoo „ 

Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 
Holloman — 
Gandy 


fT rf * 

As you know, Mr, Belmont represented the IIC at the 

National Security Council (NSC) meeting held on November 4, 

1954 , and presented the IIC comments concerning the report 
which had been submitted to the NSC by the subcommittee 
considering the capability of the USSR to inflict injury upon 
the United States , 

Special Agent Edward S, Sanders was contacted at the 
NSC Planning Board meeting on the same date by Janes S , Lays 
the Executive Secretary of the NSC at which time Lay advised '• 
that in his opinion Mr, Belmont had done an outstanding job 
in presenting the IIC views and that he. Lay, had heard many 
complimentary remarks upon Mr, Belmont’s presentation. Lay 
advised that in his opinion Belmont had made the points 'Which 
the IIC had in mind and that those present at the NSC meeting 
could readily see the IIC position and und eLmadiaad^it^ — - 

Immediately after the NSC meeting , C o/ynead/vt srea^j/ 
Sanders that Belmont had done an excellent jwT^Tn^he-presqiftatfoi 
and that the internal security committees' j.osHdt^eh^had bee&welX. 
presented and solidified by Mr, Belm^t, 

RECOMMENDATION i ; i> ttu; 17 co4 

I thought you would be intereste d i n the r e m a r ks -— — ~ — 
made in this connection by Lay and Coyne, 


mfm 


narks— 


ADDENDUM: ( 11/ 5/ 54) X-' 

I think BejmoJXt should 
for the excellent prese 
apparently made before 
\ I. also have personal kn 
of the fact that Inspec 
mannrich and Super vis or 
\wiry aggressively and c 
the IIC representation 
discussions and should 
{ ESS:fjb ; ,t 


i u 5* 




be commended * 
ntation he Z / 

th e- NSC . / !/ 

owl edge / 

tor C.,E. 

Lia^i/Whi tson 
apabZ&S^ind led 
in the subcommittee 
also be c ommended* 

* aTZ 

JUa. <-0 


r ^ J 

“V h 
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Sop ember 10, 195 * 


Personal and Confidential 


'_/ 

Hr. jiJoft IT. Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Waehtngton, JJ. 0. 


Bear Belmont t 


A 


. I 

Zl* ■ <U f 


1 am taking thte meane of oemmending 
you for your very admirable representation of 
the Interdepartmental Intel It genes Conference 
at the reeent meeting of the Bational Seeurtty 
Counoil. 

Through your exoti^Mf pree en tat ton 
of the vie»e of the Conference thoee present 
at the meeting were enabled to clearly under** 
stand the post tion of the Qonf arenas « It is 
indeed gratifying to note you handled $hie 
matter in your usual fine style . 


Sincerely your*. 




November 22, 1<?5* 


) 


Personal am % Confidential 


Hr. Alan H. Be 
Federal Bureau 0 / Inveetigaticn 
Washington, B. 0. 


1. . 

Gfil 


a m ttyb...st>£//(sA 


/ 


Bsar Belmont i 


It !• »osi gratifying t# not# tfcat 
th# r*w*» regional confer***** conducted in 
several field off tee* mere 00 #n»at»«ia*tioall*; 
received By those in attendmnoe. 


I did not vent the opportunity to 
pass wit expressing to yon my sincere 
appreciation and oommendatton few your over* 
ail supervision and direetion of these son* 
ferenoee, which were so competently organ!##* 
on* presented. 


Tolson 




Sincerely yours, 

ra„: Edgar H ooV * r 


% Salutation per Reaping^ r pgm . 

" 7 
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Best Copy Available 


Msw York, M. Y. 
Ootobor t8* 195* 


nxsenAL AMP 

“7"?“ 


Mr* J« Sigar Hoonr 
Blmtir# FBI 
VtihlBgltni 0. C. 


IMF IBP* BMVMt 


, Sirs' Sbefet 

0j '4! •’“* 




A* you mHH; know* undbr tho (uIAmm of 
Assistant Bolnoatl tho Buroau ho 14 a 

two-day aahool in tho moo topic ornoo on tho dovolopuant 
of ooou r l ty informant#* whloh ooo attondod by o numbor 
of M York Agonta i» noli M Agonta from surrounding 
01 visions . Yho Mow forte Agonts who attondod adviaod no 
that thoy woro w>at luprtosod by tho organisation of Who 
notorial* tho nawnor In whioh it was prooontod# and thoy 
fully approolatod tho opportunity of prooontiag thoir 
•uggootlona and wiowo in oonnootion with tho doralopaumt 
and handling of ooowrlty inf ornants . All onthuaiaotioally 
■giwimi that thoy prof itod lunoaturably as a rooult of 
tbooo dioouoolona aid rooolwsd aany holpful auggostlona 
and Idoao during tho two-day ported. guporvlaors 
BauMgaoPdaor* Sullivan and sonatina* as wall as Assistant 
Dlrootor Solnont, did a wary thorough Job and wars oxtrona- 
ly wall roooirod by tho povaonnol in attondanoo . 




glnooroly yours* 


wi* 

:-A 

n 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 


MR. L . 


BOARD! 


DATB * oy ‘?£SS 

A. H * rbo -A 

Mohr „ 

^ Parsons 


Draining or bureau pirjqsm im 

THE DEVELOPMENT OT SECURITY INFORMANTS 





Mohr ... 

Parsons 

Rosen _ 

Tfcmm 

Sizoo 

% interrowd 
Tele. Room _ 
H^Hoinap- — 

sat:. 

m vfc'V 


there <Rb attached herewith a letter from, SAO Auerbach of the IL^T 
iSeattls Office dafbed November IS, 1954 , commenting very favorably on JW/r 
lt/to twe»day regioi&l conferenoe recently held in San Frdmciooo, €alt-Qm^ 
Ifarnfa, a# Dart seriee of five ouch confer encee conducted hy /V 

Jrepresentavivee fKen the Bureau which were held throughout the united 
State » relating jS^the development of eecurity informants. In the letter 
from SAC Amdrbaet^ -$he recommendation was made by him that the Bureau , 
should extSMkd thd idp a of regional conferences of personnel engaged flPi P 
in the same type efHnvestigative project to many other lines of our r^‘ “ 
investigatiea work Sc. The Director noted in this regard n Gtve very serieue 
thought to t%is .* 

There ere also attached herewith letters from the Chicago $ 

San Fyfynoisos , Mi He Orleans, Minneapolis , Denver, and Washington Field 
Offices unanimously endorsing the effectiveness of the recerht security 
informant -training sessions » These letters were in accord in stating 
that the sins trust ions received at these regional conferences were£ 
presented , in a sleet interesting end capable wuxnner and mass mefif.t 
effect ivA\.de a training technique. Sv ^ 

> 0 tese letters -point out that the success of tKbse regional 
co njkronaeu ware based &jH the following facteret c 

v', * 

im 'Bureau representatives were well prepared, completely 


conversant with thf-jpubjwt matters and Bureau policies 
in we lewd and established an atmosphere which generated j 


<w 


inuplawd and established an atmosphere which generated full 
and'^hdhuetaetio discussions participating , 


oo - Investigative ’Division 

Training ,and / fatpfeti on MtS4dih0~ iCt ' i-’OM.a Ottict 


W lij 


Mr. Beardmm* y p 
Mr, Belmont 
Me. Bawsg*rdne*'r 

imm ’ L 

Mr. 'Menahne 
Mr. Doyle 5 

V ' A ' 




it 1 . 


mu 5 1 >* 




'/jy y/ , 






(2) By holding regional s essions, those offices with 
related security problems and subjects were brought together, 
thus making it much easier to have an exchange of ideas in 
forum discussions or. matters of mutual interest • 

( 3 } The holding of these regional conferences in fteld 

off iocs in an atmosphere familiar to the Agents attending 
created a definite psychological advantage wherein it was 
possible to more fully discuss and resolve problems • 

( 4 ) It was also pointed out that the holding of these 
sessions on informant problems in the field under the direotism 
of the responsible substantive representatives from the Seat of 
Government wae a sound approach towards streamlining and 
etrengthening the Bureau's investigative operations and 
policies . 

My memorandum to you dated Movember 16, 1954, outlined in 
considerable detail information concerning these recently concluded t m e~ 
day regional sessions . The suggestions set forth in that memorandum 
are being considered by the Executives Conference » 

The consensus in the attached letters from the field teas that 
additional regional security informant training sessions be held 9 This 
suggestion has considerable merit and it is felt that the desirability of 
follow-up regional training sessions should be considered some time 
after June 1, 1955. 

With respect to additional training sessions in ths security 
field , the Domestic Intelligence Division is giving serious study to this 
question . We feel it is essential that any subject matter suggested 
be adaptable to this form of training, bearing in mind that this 
division is currently contemplating a series of six special 
security schools to be held in lieu of In-Service during this 

I coming year . We will make further recommendations if we find 
that regional training sessions are desirable and feasible 9 
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November 30. 1954 


PERSONAL 


A 

/ 

Mr. Alan H. Belmont 
Federal Boreaa of Investigation 
Washing ton, D, C. 

Dear Belmont: 

1 wanted to taka this occasion 
to coagratnlote yon and thank you for your eighteen 
years of splendid and loyal service to the Bureau. 
t feel that yon have contributed in no small measure 
to the success which the Bureau has achieved and 
I just -wanted you to knew how very muck I appreciate 
your efforts. My sincere thanks for a job well done. 

Sincerely, 


J. Edgar Hoover 


Tolson 

Board man 

Nichols 

Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr i 

Parsons ,s 
Rosen 

Sizoo 

Winterrowd 

Tele, Room _ 

Holloman 

Gandy 
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Dwcnbtrl‘3, 1954 


Mr. A, X, BtlatMt 

F*d«rid Bureau #< Znv« nti |tU»ti 

WtihisiHni! D. C. 


I wi*h t« taka tala opportunity to oxproaa to you my paraoual 

your cn^rtbatiaaa to tka coaforonco <m XMtervtet Training 
whkh woo hold on Doeombor 2* S, ud 4. 1 folly rooliso that tho momboro of 
taomonforaouo put to long hour# oo4 It woo gratifying to warn to kanr «f tao 
♦a8otl> att fiaaoM f io which they app roach od ttiio moot i mport ant projoct, 

*3? 

I boro now had taa opportu nity of rortawing tho rooulto of tho 
conforonco and bum approved tho cooforoaco’o rocommoadatinno with minor 
modification* . X think tknt U io moot Important that wo koop In wry olooo 
contact with d* now cyelo of Xa*torrlcc Training ond (Ska oneoooo of tao now 
program will dopoad largely upon tko maanor in which It io oaooutod* Tour 
own Divio ion will havo a moot Important aaoigamoot in ttro now «y«So of 
training g y ko a l a and X am our# if yau can. Impart, to your oaaootata o your own 
pgy aonalaniht&aam , ana will cortainly materially aoolot in goUing thn now 
ttgiatag^^gruln off 149 food otart . 

r. 0 " X wait yau td^&oop la cloaa perooaal touch with tala now In~Servic# 

ptOgtaaB^po X will tao commlttao to reconvene In duo tamo to ovuiuat* 

tfw rooulta' lapd waa^honwrur* to toll you tha t 1 deeply appreciate rour 
won coofributlgko ta r *7 TuJfr 
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RoSm - FBI 
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Copy 62 


• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO ‘ THE DIRECTOR 
from « L. V. BOARDMAN 


Tolaon — 

datbs December 7, 195^“"- 


SOBJBGT: 


COMMUNIST PARTY, USA 
UNDERGROUND OPERATIONS 


y. i . i ; v ' • •' 


Relative to memorar^um dated November 17# 1954, 
attached, concerning the inadequate search of the automobile 
by the Denver Office in connection with the Smith Act appre- 
hensions in August, 1954, it is recommended that Boardman and 


Nichols . 
Belmont . 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons . 
Rosen — 
Tamm _ 
Sizoo — _ 


Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room - 
Holloman — 
Gandy — 


Belmont be censured for their failure to properly analyze 
this situation and issue the appropriate instructions. By 
memorandum dated December 7, 1954, the Executives 1 Conference 
recommended a letter be sent to the Denver Office and an 
appropriate letter was attached. 


Attachment 

AHB:tlc 

(6) 

CC - Mr. Boardman 
Mr. Mohr 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Keay 
Mr. Reddy 
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December 16, 1954 
PERSONAL AND CohdpEETIAL 


Ur. Alan ff. Belmont 

federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D. C. 


Dear Ur. Belmont: 



IftS 




I have thoroughly reviewed the facts relative 
to the handling in the Domestic Intelligence Division 
of a request made by the Legal Attache, Mexico City , tn 
a letter dated July 12, 1954, for an additional agent 
for the Mexico City Office . I have observed that this 
matter was not handled through to completion until 
September 10, 1954, when a memorandum was s ubmitted 
recommending Special Agent I I of the Mew fork 

Division for this assignment . This delay was due to a 
large degree to the failure of personnel under your super- 
vision to recognise the need for certain administrative 
functions , such as the review of personnel files for the 
selection of a suitable agent, at the time the request was 
first received instead of waiting until approval had been 
receivpfl from the Department of State for the assignment 
of an traditional agent to perform these duties. 


Tolson . 


I. am distressed not only over the lengthy delay 
wk%ch occurred in this situation but also at the apparent 
complacency you have exhibited in accepting the fact that 
such delays are normal. Accordingly, I must insist that 
you insure Ab the future that personnel of the Domestic 
Intelligencer fy vision more efficiently and more promptly Ay, 
carry (fre^gnments. , r k ■*. 



Vinterrowd 
Tele. Room 
Holloman 
Gandy 
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Office Memorandum 


**rh 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

/ri 


FROM 


MR « *4 • 


^ o i 

H, BELMONi 


-■^ec ember 13, 


•OBJECT: PERSONNEL needs forMexico city office 


FOjpj^xn 


Tolaon _ 
Board ma^n 


' H U J 



Rosen 

Tainm* 

Sizoo 

Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 
Holloman*— ^ 


Reference is made to the letter from the Legal i 

Mexico, dated December 3, 1954 (received 12-10-54) relative^o/~/i 
the need in his off ice for another Agent, That letter has tKb^UmL 
Director's notation "l, Give prompt attention 2, Here again me F m 
have delayed too long in resolving a pressing operational matter 
It is now Dec, 10 nearly 5 mos after original request was made. 

Why did it take until July 22 to answer letter of July ,12P AD§o 
why so longibow, H f 

v«, <"> 

Y* yl 

As- you are aware, due to the highly specialised nature 
of the assignments for Agents abroad, recommendations concerning 
, the need for^ind the selection of the Agents are made by the 
Domestic Intelligence Division in connection with the close 
supervision m£ our foreign offices which is maintained bf^the -j 
Foreign LtaiSn Unit , Those recommendations are, of course, 1 

cleardR through the Administrative Division, With regard to the 
Directo r's inquir y concerning the lapse of time between Legal 
Attache \ \ letter of 7-12-54 for an additional Agent and his 

present ie¥Eef~, it is respectfull y pointed out that the assignment 
of Special Agent I 1 was made on the basis of that 

request of July 12, 1954, 

another Agent, u fl A ' jfel 


c Sis* d ..... 


With regard to the Director J B^nqu\ry^cbncerh^g/m^D^ 
apparent delay from 7-12-54 to 7-22-5A? in hand Iinffit%e7 -12^54 

( letter from Mexico, it is respectfully pojpQ$kd out that letter 
was not received until Friday, July 16,slvS4l Aft^iUkmdS^ t— - 
! placed on record on that date, in orden^to SUNIS 

of-i an additional Agent to the Mexico City n f J 1 c> ft, i £ woLa nAM-s-s-a&y 
to Analyse the work load and situation in the office , which 

f necessitated the review of numerous files of various types. That 
as done and a reply was made to the incoming communication on ^ ^ 

uly 28, 1954, which was yLAjhiri five work c?ai/s« The fqtiofi 

t. that time recommended - that an ~Agent be approved for 

Mexico and the Legal Attache was instructed f to*; obtain clearance 
- for tha^J assignment from the Ambassador so that the matter could 
i/ be taken up with the State Department, By air gram dated 7-29-54, 

^ \xj> rrClAJIi 

l OJT.TUif-ih. AT i , w V, ... . . UMW 


} s ) 3>oJAN 14 1955 /£/'£/*$ 

-Mr, Boardman 1 - Mr, Belmont 

- Administrative Division 1 - Section Ticklerp 
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Memo to Mr, Boardman 
from, Mr, Belmont be 


RE: PERSONNEL NEEDS FOR MEXICO CITY OFFICE 



(U) 


(U> 


If 

II 

l> 


I ~| advised the Ambassador had approved the assignment and 

the matter was then taken up with the Department of State, The 
Department of State considered the matter and communicated with 
the Ambassador in Mexico City, By memorandum of Augu st 16, 1954, 
it was advised that the Department of State had appro be d~t he 
assignment 

^ It was then necessary to review innumerable personneljr ** • 
files in an effort to locate an Agent having the requisite espionage 
training as well as a facility in the Spanish language , Both were 
considered most necessary in order that the proposed expansion of 
our espionage coverage in Mexico could be handled adequately. My 
memorandum of September 10 , 1954, w hich was approved by the be 
Director, recommended Special Agent | ~1 of New York 

for the assignment, % - fy \ O „ m - r 

By letter of September 12, 1954 (received 9-29-54) 

I H flduised that his original letter of July 12, 1954, was 


b6 


not written with the expanded /Soviet coveragejin mind and 
therefore, he felt that two Agents should be~selected for next 
By air gr am r eply of September 30, 1954 , it was pointed out to 
| 1 that I I had been selected o n the b asis of his request 

for an additional Agent and that since I I would be assigned /c/ 
the (Soviet Diplomati c Activit iesjcase and 19 other related case4S&& 
previously listed by | 1 relative to theQloviet ActivitiesJ': 

case as well as possibly other cases having espionage' aspects, 
it would appear that his a ssignment would thereby lighten the 
work of the other Agents, zoos., therefore, instructed 

to re-evaluate the work load in his office and if he stil l felt 
that another Aae.nt was needed to resubmit his request with 
justifica tion being specific as to the needs~ of Nis office. 

| current letter of 12-3-54 is the first reply we have had 



II 


t o_ that ai.TLprnm_ and sets forth the results of his study concerning 
the further needs of his office, * v uj-»a-42*» 

From the above, it will be noted that in response to 
the 7-12-54 request from the Legal Attache, Mexico, a Special 
Agent was assigned to that office The Legal Attache r s current 
request is based upon instructions to him to re-evaluate the work 
load situation in his office to determine if he can justifiably 
support an additional Agent, In connection with the Director's 
instructions that this latter request be given prompt attention, 
it is pointed out that Mr. Roach's memorandum to me of 12-10-54 


2 


Memo to Mr. Boardman RE : PERSONNEL NEEDS FOR MEXICO CITY OFFICE 

from Mr. Belmont b6 


recommended that request be approved and that an 

airgram be sent to Mexico instructing the Legal Attache to 
discuss this matter with the Ambassador so that we can there- 
after clear the matter with the Department of State. 

\ a -A 

ACTION S N 

None. For your information. Q. 4 -e 
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MR. L. f. BOASDUAM 


ELMO. 


UNITED STATEFgOVERHMENT 


0Ali:I>«e . 15, 195 A 





essjacr-. 


: ' " '■ ' .. X/.W« // , 

NATIONAL RENAISSANCE PARTY' 
INTERVAL SECURITY (C) 


T? t <4 


Parsons _ 

Rosen 

Tamm 


M^i£’ 


Tele. Room _ 
Holkynaa 


r r ' /. Htfnl 

1$* Dirtier asked ts be advised concerning the nem roXMars fi| 
madt'by thdtSeus* Committee on Un-American Activities concerning the | 

Neo-fascists . The information appeared in the last edition of the <f 

faehtngton&tor newspaper dated December 14, 1954 . If 

■ ' "I 

3j|* Supervisor handling this case had planned to obtain, v ■m 

possible, OH December 15 a copy of the House Committee 's report in order Jg| 
that /it could be properly analysed. He had already called the files and _ : §$ 
tab* tract* oh the Neo-Fascist group prior to the time the Director's ;;J§ 

[inquiry wds received, A more detailed memorandum mill be submitted 
regarding <£&(* situation. However, there is set out briefly information |f 
regarding the National Renaissanoe Party and "Common Sense, 

"*■'* ’Printed copy not available until 12-17. News stories result from leak. LBN || 

The National Renaissance Party was formerly known as the | 

Animist Party and information concerning this organisation was originally |i 
furnished to the Department on May 21, 1947. This case is still pending || 
apd we leave, on a continuing basis, furnished reports to the Department, >':J§ 
the intelligence agencies of the armed services, the State Department, 
aAd the liatson representative in Heidelberg, Germany. On September 15, j| 
1993b' wet /referred this matter to the Department for its consideration — t 

0rd,r 1 “c 

fitpjr sspeot ts I f* it is to be noted that It it If 

a publication edited by | | of Union, New JeWafeff, This is <*£§ 

one-khan dperajkion and i s violently anti -Sen iifo and anti-Negro. There ts"i$§ 
a current investigation regarding this matter . 

■ . 4 ; ■ 

Oux^th inking was to furnish the Director today with complete 
detaile regardjlty thie entire situation together with our recommendations . J 
This mill bs dons; \owevsr, ws now realist a short memorandum should ftav« | 


been sent up the fi ret thing thte morning for the Director 'e 
information. It to regretted that this was ' not dons and spsry tffor 
will bs mads to see that ths Director is promptly advissd of 
matters of this kind in ths future. f XJE 


DJBtmn 
( 4) cc 


Mr, Bodrdmn 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Thau 
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J\mSN3UM: n§bember 16, 1954 

I certainly agree that my lack of awareness of the 
neve release node by the HCUA at the time of Mr, Holloman's call 
to me is inexcusable, I normally try to follow the newspapers 
and the newscasts for matters of Bureau intkresto It goes 
without saying that I wasn't aware of this orie. That J was 
terribly busy that particular evening with a heavy volume of 
4tail and didn't read the evening paper is no justification since 
it is quite apparent that I must be continuously alert to the 
above situations. 


Belmont, at the time I called him, was not aware that 
a supervisor in Baumgardner *8 section had , called for the files on 
the two organisations in question. He should be cognisant of 
what is going on in his Bivision and should have been able to 
advise me. 

To avoid recurrences , however, I have talked with 
Messrs, Rosen and Belmont concerning the necessity of continuously 
being alert in matters appearing in the press and promptly 
instituting any action necessary a I also have talked with the 
two night supervisors. Coneys in Rosen's Division and Martin in 
Belmont's Division, and again reminded them of the necessity 
for being alert for item of interest coning in u r, the Washington 
City Hews Service ticker tape, and insuring that appropriate 
officials are made immediately cognisant of items of interest in 
order that appropriate action can be taken, 

ACTIONS 


For our derelictions in the handling of this matter, 
I recommend that Belmont and myself be eensured , 


Vjwoardman 






STANDARD FORM NO. 04 
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COFY-lbll 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


FROM t 


SUBJECT : 


THE DIRECTOR 


L. V. Boardman 


PHYSICAL EXAMINATION 


DATE: 


January 3, 1 955 


Tolson 

Boardman _ 

Nichols 

Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons ^ 

Rosen 

Tamm 

SLzoo 

Winterrowd __ 
Tele. Room . 
Holloman __ 
Gandy 


I am scheduled for physical emamination at 
Bethesda on Friday, January 7> 19i>5>» If you approve 
I will plan to have Belmont ©n ny desk during the 
time I am absent. 


fi. M 


"Ok." HOOVER. 


LVBsCSH 


9 

5 5 JAN 71955 
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PROM 


THE DIRECTOR 
L. V. BOARDMAN 


DATE: January 3, 1955 


SUBJECT: 


INTERNAL SECURITY - CH 
SEDITION 

REGISTRATION ACT 


Reference is made to the memorahdum captioned as above 
dated December 27, 1954 , from Mr. A H. Belmont to Mr. L V. 
Boardman which advised that a transcript of the 12-13-5*1 hearings 
of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee at San Francisco, 
California, had been furnished to the Bureau and had been reviewed, 
to which you inquired, "When did we receive this?," 

On December 15, 195**, Senator Herman Welker, who conduct- 
'"’ed the December 13, 195*1* hearings of the Subcommittee advised Mr. 

L B Nichols he was sending the Bureau a copy of the transcript of 
' the hearings. Mr. Nichols'’ meamrandum dated December 20, 195** * 

' advised that the transcript had been received. This memorandum 
:©gehter with the transcript was received in the Espionage Section 
in December 21 , 195**, and the transcript consisting of 200 pages of 
testimony was thereafter received and a memorandum was prepared 
wider date of December 27 , 195** 


ACTION: 


None . This is for your information . 


Mr. Boardman 
Mr . Belmont 
Mr. Branigan 
Mr. Broden 


fCYB:kfc 


q1 05-1280** 


IGORDED-144 


67 — 


Search j 

ADDENDUM : (1-5-55) - When meirforandum- came* to 

me 1-3-55, the explanation prepared in Belmont's 
Division contained the statement that Mr. Nichols' 1 
memorandum fef 12-20-54, with t^^dci*i|itlatta@hed, ' 
was received in the Espionage_$§qtion ,<§n ,1 Jj7s 8@»54 . 5 
I requested explanation f 4giTl 


ENCL. 


58 





'J 


ADDENDUM (CONTINUED): 


tool* from 12-20 to 12-22-54 to get this memorandum and 
transcript to the Espionage Section. Attached Is a 
memorandum of explanation showing that the memorandum 
in question was received in my office at 9:15 a. m., 
12-21-54, in Belmont's office 11:46 a.m., 12-21, 

Liaison Section 1:29 p.m. , 12-21, and was time stamped 
in the Espionage Section at 8:44 a.m., 12-22-54. 

I find, however, that the memorandum was received 
in theEslponage Section, from the Liaison Section, 
on 12-21-54, but was not time stamped in Mr. Branigan ' s 
office. Branigan has explained this failure in an 
addendum to the attached memorandum. 

I have discussed this matter with Belmont and 
have emplhasized the necessity for moving mail promptly. 
I have similarly discussed this situation with Mr. 
Seatterday in my office. 

The Espionage Section reviewed the 200-page 
transcript of testimony on 12-22 and 23/54, and then 
prepared a memorandum on Monday, 12-27-54 . (You will 
recall 12-24 was a holiday.) I feel that the memorandum 
lifrom Mr. Nichols should have moved through to the 
/Espionage Section more quickly, and have vigorously 
(brought this to the attention of the pepple concerned. 

It would appear that after it was received in the 
Explonage Section, it was given prompt attention. 


L.V.BOARDMAN 










TO : MR. L. V. BOAIDMAN 

PROM : MR. A. H. BELMONT 


BATE: 1-4-55 


SUBJECT: 


INTERNAL SECURITY - CH 


Reference is made to y our Inqu iry as to why it took so long 
for a transcript of testimony of I I before the Senate Internal 

Security Subcommittee on December 13 > 1954, to reach the Espionage 
Section from the Liaison Section of the Domestic Intelligence Division. 
You also inquired as to why it was in the Liaison Section at all. 

By memorandum dated December 20, 1954, to Mr. Belmont, Mr. 
Nichols advised that th<| transcript of the above-mentioned hearings 
had been received at the Bureau and suggested that a short summary of 
the information contained in the transcript be prepared for the 
Director's information. The time stamps on the back of this memorandum 
show that it was received in your office at 9*»15 a. m., 12-21-54, 

Mr. Belmont ' s office at 11 :46 a.m. , 12-21-54, Liaison Section at 
1:29 p. m., 12-21-54 and received in Espionage Section at 8;44 a. m., 
12-22-54. 'When this memorandum and the attached transcript was 
received in the Liaison Section at 1:29 p.m., on 12-21-54, it was 
briefly scanned by the Supervisor of the Congressional Desk, logged 
in and thereafter personally delivered by the Congressional Desk 
Supervisor's Clerk to the Secretary in Mr. Branigan's office within an 
hour from the time it was received in the Liaison Section. 


The mem© from Mr. Nichols and the transcript was not time- 
s tamped in the Espionage Section when it was personally received from 
the Liaison Section. The memo and transcript were reviewed by Mr. 
Branlgan and placed in the outgoing box sometime after the close of 
business on December 21, 1954. The memo and transcript were directed 
to the appropriate Supervisor in the Espionage Section for proper 
action. In routing the memo and transcript, they were sent 
through the Espionage Section mail room where the memo was first 
stamped in on December 22, 1954 at 8:44 a. m. 

It is noted that the Congressional Desk in the Liaison 
Section is set up to receive all testimony from the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee and to act as a central point in the Bureau 
for such testimony . AJ1 testimony received is logged in and a 
record kept by this desk as to who is handling each piece of 
testimony . The bulk of Congressional testimony is reviewed by this 
desk. However, on occasion testimony involving current cases is 
furnished to the appropriate substantive desk for handling as was 
done in this case. 


ACTION: 


cc; f^^^^dman cc: j 

For Your information (See Page 2.) 


JCL:WAB:erf ;hmm 









• I 


ADDENDUM: (WAB:hmm 1-5-55) It was the responsibility of my 

secretary to have seen to it that the memo and transcript 
were timestamped when received We have discussed this 
matter and I have cautioned all personnel concerning the 
necessity for promptly timestamping mail received in this 
Section. I am certain that there will be no failures in 
this regard in the future . 
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January 80, 1999 


Brigadier Mineral s, r* o if fin, usaf 
A nting Commandant 
Air war College 
Maxwell Air Faroe Baee 
Montgomery, Alabama 

Bear general t 


Thank you for gear letter of January 81, 
1998, eenaeming the talk of Mr • A* M, Belmont before 
the Air War college on January 19th* 


It to indeed a pleasure to know that 
Mr • Belmont 9 e remarks mere eo moll roeeteed , and you 
may be euro that he to ae grateful for your thought* 
fulneee in writing ae S as* 

Please feel free to ea 11 upon ae If we 
can be of aeoietanee in any manner • 

Sincerely go are. 


co - Mr, Belmont , with copy of incoming • 

/j _ 

- Personnel file of A, H . Belmont , with- co 
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ifCXTE: Mr. Belmont appeared before 

on January 19, 1955. 
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the Air War College 
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1UE COPT 


AIR VAR COLLEGE 
Maxwell Air Force Base 
Alabama 


21 January 1955 


Mr, Jo Edgar Hoover 
Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington 25, D , C , 

Dear Mr, Hoover: 

I wish to take this opportunity to thank you for 
having made Mr, A, H, Belmont available to speak to the 
Air War College on 19 January 1955, Tour cooperation on 
thi3, as well as the many past occasions , is deeply 
appreciated. 

An understanding and appreciation of the relationship 
of the FBI to the problem of defense of the United States is 
essential to the development of our future military commanders » 
Mr, Belmont's lecture of last Wednesday has added materially 
to this understanding , and we are most grateful that he could 
be with us. 

Thank you again for your cooperation and 
assistance . 


Sincerely, 


/s/ S, F, Gif fin 
S, F, GIFFIN 
Brigadier General, USAF 
Acting Commandant 
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TO t MR, L, V, BOARDMANj 


VK0M » '\ A, 


UNITED STiSl^VEIl^M 

r Ttkos 

date: January 

2. 955 Q-\ Beldam O- 


iUBJBCT : 


■'> /. ,• 


* ^>'Tamm 
^ Sizoo . 


MINUTES OF IIC MEETING, 
JANUARY 5, 1955 


Wimerrowd 

JANUARY 5s 1955 vl Holloman __ 

, V 1P| Gandy . 

On January 11, 1955s the Director inquired s't^hy 
hat ilL.taken a week to prepare these (letters transmitting -jjC 
the life minutes)? H," 1 

••• 

In The IIC meeting was held on the afternoon of 

January 5s 1955 , As a result of the meetings it was necespxr$ "" 
for the Secretary to prepare four IIC letters for approml and 
transm'fttal, These letters were given precedence over the 
minuted** The dictation of the minutes was completed at 
approximately 2: 00 p,m, on Thursdays January 6j 1955 , The 
transdWption of the minutes was completed by late Fridays 
January 7 $ 1955, The minutes were proofreads slight corrections 
mades submitted to the Mechanical Section and reproduced by 
noons Mondays January 10s 1955 • The clerical work involved 
in the assembling of the minutes and the preparation of the 
cover memorandum and letter of transmittal were completed on 
Monday afternoons January 10s 1955s and the minutes were 
forwarded to your office on that date. It was necessary to 
make twe minor corrections in the minutes on Tuesdays 
January 11s 1955s which were promptly handled. The completed 
minuteSs with attachments t totaled 40 pcc*s, 

f The completion of the minutes could have been expedited 

i by assigning additional stenographic help for this purpose. 

This was not dones however , as other special matters were being 
handled at the same time. The importance of having the minutes | 
of these meetings in the hands of the Director and other IIC ; 

members at the earliest possible date is recognised t and in the.::;M 

K uture these minutes will be prepared in sufficient time to 
edah the Director's office by Friday following the IIC 
eeting on Wednesday, If, due to unusua *M r 
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Memorandum, for Mr, Boardman » 1/13/55 


deadline cannot be mett a memorandum will be submitted 
indicating the reason * for delay and the time the minutes 
will be available. 


The foregoing information is furnished in 
response to the Director *s inquiry , 


/ / ! 


ADDENDUM ( 1 /13/55) t 

Sanders points out it was necessary to prepare four 
UC letters for approval and transmittal , said letters being , 

given precedence over the minutes . Since the changes to be 
made in the letters in question were agreed upon at the 
Conference , the preparation of the four letters in question 
should haue taken very little time . Mr. Belmont , in his nenorondum, 
points out that the minutes coulo have been expedited , andtthat 
the importance of having - the minutes of the meetings in the hands 
of the Director and other IIC members at ih e earliest possible i 

date is recognised. He, however , makes no recommendation as 


- 5 - 






to any action to be taken with regard to Sanders, despite the 
stated recognition . 


It took entirely too long to get these minutes prepared 
and 1, therefore, recommend a 2 otter of censure to Sanders . 

I also recommend a letter of censure to Ur* Belmont for his 
apparent palliation of this situation. 


l.v.boarwan 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 


TO 


mE DIRECTOR 


MR. L^V. BOARD MAh 


y{ L /' 


datk: January 4, 
1955 


> 


FROM 

' nnjBTt^^J^NF IDEM TIAL INFORMANT AND 
^ SIMILAR TYPES OF COVERAGE 


JUNE 


l\ 





/ 


/ 


Tolson . 


r r 

dated December 30, 1954, 
in security informants from 


Tamm 

S 1200 ^ 

Wioterrowd 

Room . 


In the attached memorandum 
statement was made that the decrease 
1091 to 1074 may be partially attributed to a decrease inCoJS^MiSXL t 
activity in various parts of the country. You commented "Maybe^we 
Jon f t needafll tftesjaoney we have sought for such invest igat ions * M 


This decrease in Communist activity re'ers to the gradual 
\decline in open Party activity in the last few years and the shift 
l of certain Party activities to the Communist Party underground. It 
is to be noted tha\ the estimated membership of the Communist Party 
was dropped from 66,000 in February, 1943, to 39,103 in September, 
1954. Thi*j gradual' decline has been accompanied by a reduction in 
activity in certaCri Communist Party clubs that were formerly active 
in the open Communist Party and has caused the loot o' rmrtain 
informants who were formerly productive but who are no longer in a 
position to fwftnish information of value concerning 

Evenlthough^here has bee-i a decline in 


4 


‘il 


Commu ) ,st activities 


■m 


activities and^a decrease in the 


membership , there has jjeen a 
activity which has increased 


great 
and ma 


over-all estimai 
crease in 


W 


Corns 


more diffUoUl t 

the Communist Qrty underground in the United States . 
remain} in the fommuni Party today can be considered 
.fanatical Communists . -^The activities of ths4e persons 
to cooar due to stringent security measures/' plaoed 
Communist Party aa a result of the first £} mith Act 


Communist Party 
ommunist Party ; $j| 
ist Party undergro 
our worjt in . boM.eri 
Person* Who ' S 
hard (rare 


Cot 


in 1949, the continuing prosecution of 
Smith Act trials and the hearings before 
Board. As noted aboy4s, moreover, there 
Communist activity from the open Party 
method of operation, this phase of Commu 
diff icult to penetrate than was opefti'IPq 
progress in penetrating into the Commun 
principally through the development, \cf 
develop anonymous source’s j however, we 
on badjyffr^und Investigations and physic 
Uhave prokucsd^a^ltr^hendous amount 

II V \ e /° D' un >3t /uld ' 

CMMimn 
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v * 


or# y; 

in s/fecf^Sy /the _ 
trial in New^Tor/fF' 


•sawn 


? i 

V *ulM£C , ,£q _ 


munist leaders in »ubs eg&jint 
lie Subaers tve A o-t i dt i es^Conl . . 
as been widespread thift of 
o the .ahdararomtd and due tf jrrs | 
ist adtTvfty has-been much more 
tyjO/tfivity . We have made 
sir umtUig^'ciind operation 
nonympus jiQjirces o_ In or&etr ft* ;il 
ave /ftW 




isjwrces^ln of*fr/bs ,. f| 
l Hjip- eYpena much Aajhppwer 
yurVeYTlt t 7 rcfer" ,,, f to ess sources , 
of informa^4ji K wh^cf^^a8 also increoMel 
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We have also recognised the necessity of penetrating the 
Communist underground with live informants and in October and November, 
1954, a series of five training sessions were held in key points throughout 
the country in order to train additional Agent personnel in the 
development of security informants • The keynote of these schools 
was the development of informants within the Communist Party underground, 
which has proven to be a most difficult task • It is expected that in 
the near future there will be a resultant increase in the number of 
security informants covering underground activities » 


ACTION: 

We will continue to follow closely and carefully the 
development of additional security informants in both the open and 
underground phases of the Communist Party and related subversive 
i organizations . It is regretted that the statement contained in my 
memorandum of December 30, 1954, did not clearly indicate that we 
were referring to the open Communist Party when we spoke of a decrease 
in Communist activity . This statement should have been more explioit 
and great care will be taken in the future to insure that statements 
set forth in memoranda are olear and conoise * 



ADDENDUM: January 4, 1955 y|| 

The statement, n decrease in Communist activity in 
various parts of the country, w is inaccurat e at veil as mis- ''f* 

leading . The author of this communication, | L i 

dated December $d, 1954, must learn to prepare memoranda I 

which clearly reflect the actual factual situation . Further, 

J. A . Sullivan, F. J. Baumgardner, W . 7, Cleveland, 7. ?* X 

Keay, A . if, Belmont, W. V . Klemp, and myself, who initialled 
for approval, have a background of knowledge of Communist | 

activities which should enable them to realise that the 
statement was inaccurate and by placing their initials on this ,/ 
document are guilty of c arelessnese. 

I t the refore, recommend a letter of censure to Special '* 

Agent for inaccurate reporting in the memorandum 

which ne prepared. I also recommend letters of censure for 
J* 4. Sullivan, F . J. Baumgardner, W. 7. Cleveland, 7. P. Keay, 

W. W. Klemp, A. R. Belmont, and myself for having approved this 
memorandum which contained a statement which obviously was 
incorrect. 

Since J. E. Edwards and Frank Holloman are not 
charged with the intimate knowledge of the content of this 
communtation and would not necessari ly have reason to disbelieve 
the inaccurate statement, I do not recommend administrative action 
as to them. 

I will again emphasise to Belmont and Rosen the 
necessity for accuracy and conciseness in memoranda, and every 
effort will be made to minimise these f naocu racies. 


n c o e * 


J Uf-h 


L. 7. Boardman 
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February 17, 19SS 
PF8S0MAL AMU COM^DEXTIAL 


Mr. Alan B. Balmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington , 2>. C. 


Dear Mr. Belmont t 


/5"0 6' 

&y '<?/ 


I have thoroughly reviewed the facts relative 
to the recent mishandling by the Domestic Intelligence 
Division of certain highly confidential information per- 
taining to our national security. I have noted that an 
informant had furnished this information in January , 1955 , 
and after it had been received in the Espionage Section 
of the Domestic Intelligence Division prompt action was 
not taken to disseminate it to the appropriate interested 
Government agendas. I am not unaware that there was a 
question as to the reliability of the informant in this 
instances however, I am deeply concerned over the failure 
of you and your subordinates to see that this vital infor- 
mation was expeditiously disseminated with a suitable 
qualification of the reliability of the informant. 

I cannot emphasise too strongly the necessity 
for the prompt and efficient dissemination of information 
of this nature and I must insist that in the future the 
Doiustic Intelligence Division handle such matters more 
efficiently so that the Bureau can properly discharge its 
responsibilities in this regard. .. . ^ — - 


foT Edgas Ho&ra* ’ 
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Rosen — 

Tfcimrt „ — _ 
Sizoo — — 
tiwerrowd _ 
Tele. Room _ 


I \ Uocate informant $ returned to the United States 

I L Be~ was interrogated during the period Janua ry S 

to January^, 1955, . inclusive , concerning hie trip to I i 

During* tha%time he fur ni sued detailed i nformation about his trip 
including <dsta relating to developments I T ~ 

attitude toward international matters . Also during this time he /»r ~ 
ni she rim ifrroneous report concernin g a contact ttith l I 

in I "I moa in the United States on that 

date . Be was inten sively interrogated concen iing this erroneous report 
but maintained that I I on that da te . In view of 

this , the £ield was instructed to reinterro oate F I in detail con- 

cerning all other ‘information he furnished relating to him trifoin 
order that we oouldT better evaluate him . Information rel%tin<f*Sx> 

land international matters was not disseminated bedduse tj was 
felt imperative that we take every possible step to determine I I 

veracity and in order that we would not later have to retfact’Waterial 


in the event wg proved \ 


unreliable 


\duri%P&$ arr3**--~ 


January 10 to January S4, 1955tfFphe type . r 

were forwarded to Lbs Angeles for verification and furnished fs* the ! " 
Bureau on February 3, 1955* This cas e was then thoroughly evaluated 
and the naterid 3 furniepe.d bv \ I reviewedj It was noted that he 

had furnished essentiall y the I I 

that he furnished in the | I or 

discrepancies w$re noted . He did elaborate briefly on some Af-Jj ut. J • 
information previously given . Inasmuch as material furnished bt/ l 
past has Veen cross-checked o n numerous instances and this 
repost hbgMp meetkna l I was the only erroneous 'information 

kiiow to wmii Ween dvvfen bv him . it wae decid ed that we should continue 
to wfcr Aim os i _ thoroughly at 'every 

possible jJThis action was recommedded in' m^mem i or^dkmt^')yo 


on some 


fepd* t $b$Mp m eeft ngl 

kfyom to nthff Veen (mien bv him . 
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Best Copy Available 


February 33, 1335 

pxmwsAi a m cosh/Em 


Mr » Man jr* Belmont 

Federal Bureau ef investigation 

Washington, D* C. 


Bear Mr, Seine at t 


(b b i> 

"t/ 


J Aat* carefully eo mattered the result ef the 
inquiry into the measure e adapted by the Domestic 
Intelligence Division far mating changes in Bureau inves- 
tigative reports previously submitted contai ning informatio n 
received from former confidential informant I 1 

and the may in mhieh the situation mas handled by you mas 
totally unsatisfactory • It is apparent that you gave no 
consideration mhatever to the fact that the emitting proce- 
dure of submitting amended pages for these reports in the 
files of the Department of justice mould place the Bureau 
in a pcsitten ef eetreue embarrassment. 

As Assistant Director in ohargo of the Dome otto 
Intelligence Divioion it mao your rooponoibtlity to have 
given careful oonotdorati on to all pertinent /motors and 
tc have seen tc tt that appropriate instructions mere issued 
to handle the changes in | I information in an honest 

and strotghtfomard faehi ami Because of your failure to do 
thto you are being placed in a probattonary statue and I 
ahall certainly os peat you to eshibit greater consideration 
for the Bureau's best interests in the future so that therm 
mill bo no furthor situationo similar to that to mhieh I 
have referred above • -*»»■ 


COMM — FBI Tprytruly yours, 

FEB 2 4 1955 / r 

MAILED 31 j H T 

?C / Is/ / y tSllJt 

jictbakiu /, •• f*£ 

y ■' ' ; ; / ./•* 

CCt Mr, Boardman (Personal Attention)? 
uovodegjnt* b6 

Lea u s Unit T MV 
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February 35, 1955 


E im M&L jm&~£2m msmjk 


0 

Mr. Alan H. Balmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, B. C. 


Bear Mr. Belmont t 


,sv S', 


I have reviewed the circumstance* relative 
to the undue delay which occurred in the Bono* tic 
Intelligence Division in connection with the handling 
of a letter fro m the Jan Franciaco Division re Questin g 

that the Bureau | | 

to a former informant. I have noted that this letter , 
which wa* submitted by the San Francisco Office under 
date of January 11, 1955, was received in the Internal 
Security Section on January 17, 1955, and was net handled 
to completion until approximately one month later. 


This matter ehould have been handled more 
promptly and the delay which occurred woe a reflection 
upon your administration of the Bomestte Intelligence 
Btvieton. I shall expect you to eee to it that matters 
of this nature are handled properly and expeditiously 
in the future eo that there will be no further such 
instance of delay attributable to you and to peri/rena^i. 


under your supervision. 



Very truly yours, 

* f ' J 

* EdgQp Hoover H * 

J&hn £&< 
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Belwonl 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


date: February *.7 , 
1955\„ 


mi information contained 

fiEPEDI 15 UNCLASSIFIED 

DATE 09-16-2010 BY 60322/UC/LRP/PL J/sdb 





tUBJBCT : | 


FORMER SAN FRANCISCO INFORMANT b 7 c ^ 

Bufile 100-£fcS9° '/V 

/ft & Cm- ifc /} / C 


Rosen — 

, — 

R«*oo — 

fimerrowd 

Tele, Room — 
Holloman — 


This memorandum is submitted in response to Mr. Tolson’s inquiry 
"Mr » Boardman why di^it take a lmost one month to handle this letter ?" Af 
C F’ ,s\ 

The'San Fratici sco Office by letter dated January 11. 1°S5. 

• requested the... Bureau. £o | T This 

‘ letter was received the Bureau 2:05 p,m. on January 17 . i95 5 . and was 
stamped rec eived m ' tSe lfttOTirTO Tff ffy "gg g y ior'i "2:55 pTm. on to 
January 17, 19£5. 


This 
_and was 


p.m. on 


This matter 'was receiv ed by the Internal .Security Supecafisor <on 
January 18, 1955, at which time I l file was request ed. fi55 

‘ wa s received by the Supervisor on January IQ, 1955* Following aRretd^ 

I of I file, a memorandum and letter were dictateu and tran«crf^® b2 

Friday, J anuary 21. 19^5. - Both the memorandum a^d letter we-'e rtatecrtf. be 

Monday . J anuary 24V71 95 5 , ana recommended th at| b7 


o :b7c ' 
US b 7 D 

■ 'u n tp- 


7 The ’recommendation tnat 

on the Bureau ^ policy that I 
7 informants for-- 1 
SAC Letter 54-45 GJ 
#1954) > ^ 


l was based 
I di o continued 
as is set torth in 
t Effective October 1, 


yO. <p It must he noted that the problems presented by th e San ‘ 1 

¥ Fr&nciss& Offi ce in this matter dealt with the advisability |~ ~| # 

I ~l discontinued informant that would constit ute an e xception 7 iftj 

LaAter 54-45 G. The informant in this instance (I I) H£8 jp vi 

| exc$gttiona& informant, and his requests of the Bureau and the din FranctSsco|:y° 7 | 
| Offf^e^av^prese(&e£ ^y^erous unusual and complies tSiald problems.-^ a 1 

5 • ^ In^muc^'As ^there *was w a good Indication tirMS ) D d 3d | | 

% write «bi article at t capitalizing on his jpa ^t e i n f ,0 r rpa n t relatlbft-h# 

t ship with the ‘'Mr^%uv48ild in view of chis ,-past servo. c^s ' % r o tfte ' BurTeratt:, itr" jg| 
t was believed that the'%6s£ interest of the" SfOrefu} jcoiU$ rv bd' s'eHrad- 1 ' ~ • , ' 

|oc a -9 ^ s' i 7 


cc To^L&s^q , 

MrV BdardmSfflur.'tdf/ 
• Mr.,, LSelmont 
Mr. .tfeay-, 
rMr./Batoa rdner 
Mr. 710*4 ’ 
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onauctea to 


In this regard, it was necessary to minutely review and 
consider all aspects of the following decisions on such matters: 

(1) The 

informant as compiled by former Special Agent J. A. uarlson 
that was made the subject of a memorandum t ,> Kr. Tolson 
h9 dated October 25, 1949. 


(2) The memorandum of Mr . Belmont to Mr. Boardman dated 



(3) Bureau letter to Mr. William P. Rogers, D eputy Attor ney 

General from the Director dated July 29, 1954 , \ ~ 

informants. 

(4) Mr. Nichols* memorandum to Mr. Tolso n dated August 2, 

b2 1954. 1 | confidential 

b7E informants relating to the Department’s opinion in such 

matters. In this regard, it is to be noted that Mr. 

William P. Rogers, Deputy Attorney General advised that 

the Bureau’s action I I 

I l of confidential 

informants ! I was r.cTt only proper but 

was thoroughly justified and had the Department’s approval. 

In view of the numerous complications encountered in this matter, 
it was necessary that several conflicting op in ions and i d eas relating 
to the solution of this matter be resolved by Mr. Boardman’ s Office and 
Mr. Belmont’s Office. 

1 Before a final conclusion could be reached in this matter, it 

was necessary that this memorandum be retu rned to the Super viso r six 
[times. It is to be noted that the memorandum was returned to the 


2 






jj&upervisor not for the correction of errors of substance or form, 

ppUt for a change of the recommendation or for the addition of information 

Regarding the Bureau 1 s policy and previous action taken in such matters. 

^ Regardless of the above facts, too much time was consumed in 

he handling of this matter and every effort will be made in the future 
o br,ing about a more prompt and efficient handling of such matters. 


| ADDENDUM BY BSLMONT : (AHBtJmr) 2-1 8-55 

'l was not the fault of the Supervisor , I 
" action while the matter was in his hands • 
by conflicting opinions as to how we should 
resulted in the memorandum being rewritten 


Certainly the matter could have been handle 
was Belmont 1 s responsibility to see that it 
I recommend that I receive a letter 0* cens 


The delay in this matter 
L as he took prompt 
The delay was occasioned 
approach this, which 
several times based on 
frnn Ur Rnnrdmnn'a g-ficej 
d mo^e rapidly and it 
was handled more rapidly , 
ure concerning thX. 
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March 4 , 1955 
PRAFONAL ART COMrjmKTIAl 


T'V 


Mr. Alan ff. Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington , D. C. 


Hear Mr. Belmonts 

My attention has been called to the explana- 
tion you have submitted for engaging in a long-distance 
telephone call with the Special Agent in Charge of the 
Atlanta Division on February 28, 1955 , lasting for 
thirty-nine minutes. It was utterly absurd for you to 
have engaged in a long-distance telephone call of such 
duration and the reason you have advanced for it consti- 
tutes no justification whatever. 

I am determined that such extravagance in „ 
communications costs shall be eliminated and our long- 
distance telephone expenditures reduced. Accordingly , 

I shall hold you personally accountable for seeing ta ~tt 
that you and your subordinates do not again engage in 
such protracted long-distance telephone conversations 'at 
Bureau expense . 


fibs' 
0[ « 9\ (s> ~ °\ I 


Very truly yours, n 



HOOs fl3A{333k 



Office Memorandum • united states government 

TO t MR* SlZCjp DATE: J/arcft 2, 1§5^ 


DATS: J/arcft 


SUBJECT : 


LENGTH OF TELEPHONE CALLS 


tTnterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 

Holloman 

Gandy . 


relative 


With reference to your inquiry as to the length of 
two telephone calls received by me on February 28, 1955, the 
following is set forth; s . «*\ 

r (nlu*. e-«g) 

ASAC Earl Brown called' from Philadelphia relative to 
an individual who talked to a newspaper editor in Doylestown, 
Pennsylvania, relative to a check he was making of germ 
warfare, atomic fall-out and a nervdtuer gas . The editor raised a 
question as to the accuracy of the information . Inasmuch as 
this had all the earmarks of a story which could raise hysteria 
in Pennsylvania and in other parts of the country if it was 
disseminated , I instructed ASAC Brown to have the individual 
interviewed at once and gave specific instructions as to how 
it was to be handledyS This was a matter which could not wait . 

* rC?? fa'/i* -£*S£jL. 

Relativelto the call from SAC Mumford at Atlanta, 
Mumford advised of the receipt of a two-page report given by a 
girl in the WACs concerning her associations with Harvey Matusow 
wherein Matusow told her regarding his association with Senator 
McCarthy and gave information indicating why he was putting out 
his book and his drive for publicity and to keep his name before 
the public* Mumford said this report was given to him by General 
Bolling and that Bolling was sending it to Army headquarters 
by mail the same day * In view of the importance of the Matusow 
case, it seemed imperative to me that we have the contents of 
the report at once in order that we could check it for action. 
Hence, I had him furnijh the information tele^honijcall y_* 

I think a check will reflect that my calls to the 
field are generally very short, as I talk strictly business 
and do not indulge in pleasantries • In these two instances 
I felt that it was necessary to secure the information in the 
form as I did . — k . ^ 
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STANDARD FORM NO. 64 


Office Memorandum 


UNITE©’ STATED GOVERNMENT 


TO : Mr. Tolson 


FROM 


: R. T. Harbo 


SUBJECT f 


SECURITY MATTER - C l) 
Bufile 100-335001 1 1 


i Dt hr , ),;f 


Mr, Tolson. , 

Mr. Boardman 

Mr. Nicholsi 

Mr. Belmont 

Mr, Harbo. 

Mr. Mohr 

Mr. Parsons 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Tamm 

, Mr. Si zoo 

Mr. Winterrowd.. 

Tele. Room 

' Mr. Holloman.. 

Miss- Gandy 


3/3/55 


SYNOPSIS 


BACKGROUND: San Francisco letter 2/10/55 to Bureau ^ralsOTTed amended 

pages of report of SA Troy F. Wilder* San Francisco* 

1/6/55. Bureau le tter 1/28/55 to San Francisco* prepared by Supervisor 

I. Internal Security Section, Domestic Intelligence 
Division* pointed out certain information contained In said report as 
attributable to, informants T-12 and T-6 was not documented. This was 
corrected through the amended pages. Referenced San Francisco letter 
transmitting amended pages to Bureau contained no explanations con- 
cerning the error nor recommendations covering administrative action. 
Said letter was received in Internal Security Section 2/15/55* and 
was forwarded by Supervisor ! I to Consolidation Unit of Records 

Section by routing slip 2/17/55 for substitution and return. 

GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 54-23, 5/4 /54» provides "In the 

■' :. J ’‘ future all errors to be corrected in reports 

after they have* been forwarded W the Bureau must be Submitted by cover 
letter containing an exp 1 ana ti oh for * the error, together with two 
copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminated. 1 
Section 4 A 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations* provides* "Amended 
pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter. The 
cover letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommendations 
for any administrative action* if necessary* together with two copies 
of the amended pages of reports.” 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED? Bureau letter 2/23/55 to San Francisco, 

copy to Mr. Belmont, prepared in connection 
v^ith a survey conducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt covering such 
errors, called attention to foregoing instructions and requested ^ 
field and S0G explanations. >f; 

' ' , 

Attachments 


Mr. Nichols 
Mr. Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Mohr 
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cc - S0G Personnel Files: <$v 

SA Troy F. W ilder V F 

St enographer I I be 

SA I I — 

SA C W. M. Whelan , 

SA T I 

Section Chief F. J. Baumgardner 
Inspecter^V. P. Keay 
'-Assistant Director A. H. Belmont 
S0G Files - San Francisco Division 

Domestic Intelligence Division 



EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED: SAC W. M. Whelan, San Francisco, advised that 

(1) reporting Agent Troy F. Wilder dictated the 

complete documentation; (2) failure to properly report same was 

primari ly responsibility of transcribing stenographer, Mrs. | | 

[ who entered maternity leave 2/11/55; (3) SA Wilder, who Is a 
Resident Agent, was not at San Francisco Headquarters 1/6/55 and 
accordingly did n ot proofread Instant report; (4) Relief Supervisor 
I ~1. who approved said report, failed to note the incomplete 

documentation, and (5) he, SAC Whelan, did not see San Francisco letter, 
prepared by Agent Wilder, transmitting amended pages to Bureau, but is 
primarily responsible for the proper administration of the office, and he 
regrets that the required explanations were not included in said 
communication. SAC Whelan stated no purpo se would be s erved in 
recommending administrative action against I I in view of her 

being in maternity leave status. He rec ommended no admi nistrati ve 
action against Relief Supervisor ! L explaining th at | | regretted 

his oversight, had been admonished, and that a copy of| \ 

explanation had been placed in the latter's personnel file. b6 

SOG Supervisor ! I explained that following 

receipt of the amended pages .ip $he Internal Security Section, 
he routed same to Consolidation Unit of Records Section for 
substitution in the original report and return to him. He advised 
that he intended pursuing the matter further through requesting 
explanation from San Francisco as to why instructions governing 
submission of amended pages were not followed. Section Chief F. J. 
Baumgardner and Assistant Director Belmont concurred and recommended 
no administrative action. bb 

CONCLUSION: The incomplete documentation involved does not appear 

to be a substantive error; the case has not been jeopardized 
and the amended pages submitted were administrative pages which are not 
disseminated. Nevertheless, the San Francisco errors c aused und ue 
expense and unnecessary correspondence. SOG Supervisor | | failed 

to take immediate action to obtain an explanation from San Francisco 
and was, therefore, derelict. He had opportunities to request 
explanation in Bureau letter to San Francisco 1/28/55 and again 
upon receipt of San Francisco letter 2/10/55. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) SA Troy F. Wilder, San Francisco. .. .censure. .. .because 
of failure to follow existing instructions in forwarding amended pages 
to Bureau. 
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(2) Stenographer I | , San Francisco. .. .That 

SAC, San Francisco, be advised by Bureau letter of her inadequacy, 
and that said letter be placed in her personnel file for use in 
preparing her next performance rating. (She is now on maternity 
leave.) Letter should charge her with transcription errors 
and failurevto accurately proofread her completed product. 

a jfS 


(3) SA| L San Francisco.. . .censure.. . .as 

Relief Supervisor he should have detected and corrected the 
incomplete documentation in report of SA Wilder 1/6/55* 


(4) SAC W. M. Whelan, San Francisco. .. .censure, 
for weaknesses in functioning of San Francisco office. 


censure. 


(5) SA I L Internal Security Section.... 

.for delay in requesting explanations from San Francisco. 
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(6) Chief F. J. Baumgardner, Internal Security Section.... 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 


(7) Inspector V. P. Keay, Domestic Intelligence Division..., 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 


(8) Assistant Director A. H. Belmont, Domestic Intelligence 
Division. .. .No action. ...In view of his being previously censured 
for this and other similar matters. 


PERMANEN T BRIEFS OF STENOGRAPHER ! 1 SAs WILDER, I I AND 

L AND SAC WHELAN ARE ATTACHED HERETO. 


DETAILS 

Not repeated herein In view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the Investigative file. 
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KTANDMO FORM NO. 04 

Office Memorandum • united states government 

o/o/tt Tolson 

« TM*ro. Jr Jf ***/ Boardman — 


* Mr* Tolson 


tr°m » Ro Te Harbo 


DATE: 

DECLASSIFICATION AUTHORITY DERIVED FROM: 
FBI AUTOMATIC DEC LAS S I F I CAT I OH GUIDE 
DATE 03-03-2010 


SUBJECT: 


was* 


INTERNAL SECURITY, - 
Bufile 105-2711^^ 


INT 

r 


Nichols 

Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons 

Rosen 

Tamm 

Sizoo 

Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 

Holloman 

Gandy 


SYNOPSIS 


BACKGROUND ; Newark letter 2/1 1-/55 to Burea u and New York transmit ted 
amended pages of report of SA I I. 

Newark, 1/11/55. Mien said report was originally submitted, it 
failed to reflect that subject was qu estioned about (1) whether 

I was to atte nd the Third 

Congress of th e I I: (2) I I 

I reportedly held in the I I" and 

1 T} whether I I 

personnel have ever I I of a security . iv / 

intelligence, political or propaganda nature, f This was called to^J^Q 
Newark’s a ttention by Bure au letter 1/2 1/55, 'prepared by ' 

Supervisor ! I, Espionage Section, Domestic Intelligence 

Division. Said letter instructed additional interview be conducted 
and that results be submitted in a new report. Correction of a 
sentence, obviously garbled, was also instructed. No request for 
explanations from personnel responsible, nor recommendations of 
SAC covering administrative action was made. 

Referenced Newark letter to Bu reau t ransmitting amended 
pages of above re port was prepared b y SA I I and was approved by 
Relief Supervisor I l It contained no explanations 

nor recommendations covering administrative action. Said letter 
was receiv ed In Espionage Section 2/9/55, was initialed by 
Supervisor ! ~L and was received in Consolidation Unit of 
Records Section 2/17/55 so that substitution of amended pages 
could be made in original report. Dissemination to Immigration and 
Naturalization Service and to Records Administration Branch of 
Department of Justice has not yet been made. Bureau letter 2/14-/55 


Attachments 


Mr. Nichols' 

Mr. Boardznan 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Mohr • * ~ : 

S0G Personnel Files: 


SA I 

SAl 

SAl 

SAC H. 
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G. Foster 


S0G Personnel Files : 

SA l I 

Section Chief William A. Branigan 
Inspector C. E. Hennrich (^J 
Ulr^sistant Director A. H. Belmont 
S0G Files - Newark Division 

Domestic Intelligence 
Division 
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to Newark, prepared by Supervisor ! I instructed that corrections 
be made in amended pages submitted, covering certain garbled 
sentences concerning Croatian Fraternal Union. This letter 
likewise failed to request explanations from personnel responsible 
and recommendations of SAC covering administrative action. 


GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS ; SAC Letter 5k .-23, 5A/Sk» provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated." Section ij.A 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any administrative 
action, if necessary, together with two copies of the amended 
pages of reports." 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Newark, copy to 

Mr. Belmont, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt covering such errors, 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and b6 
SOG explanations. 

EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED : SA l 1 explained that inasmuch as the amended 

pages covered additional investigation requested 
by the Bureau, rather than corrections of errors in his original report, 
he did not feel that above rules governing submission of amended pages 
applied in this instance. It is not felt said explanation is 
acceptable. It also appears that his reporting of instant investi- 
gation has been seriously deficient, and has resulted in undue b6 

expense and unnecessary correspondence. ° 

Relief Supervisor ! ~~L who approved SAl 

report of 1/11/55, advised that he felt said report adequately covered 
the investigation conducted. It is not felt said explanation is 
acceptable, because of the failure to set forth whether subject 
was questioned about the three pertinent topics referred to 
in the first paragraph of this communication, and because of the be 
garbled sentence contained in said report. 

Relief Supervisor ! ~L who approved referenced 

Newark letter transmitting the amended pages to the Bureau, concurred 
with SA l I . As indicated above, it is not felt such explanation is 
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be 


acceptable. It appears that had Relief Supervisor ! I carefully 

revie wed this matter, he would have observed serious deficie ncies 
in SA I I performance and should have insisted upon Agent |~ 

explanation being submitted to Bureau together with recommendation 
covering administrative action. 


S AC H. G. P ost er concu rred with SA I I and Relief 
Supervisors ! I and I l and recommended no administrative 

action be taken against them. As pointed out above, it is not 
felt this is acceptable. Also, as Special Agent in Charge of the 
Newark Division it is Mr. Poster’s responsibility to insure that 
investigations and reports are thorough, complete end clear. 


weaknesses in SA [ 


SOG Supervisor 


£ 


explained he noted the 


] initial report of 1/11/55 and initiated 

corrective action per Bureau letter to Newark l/2l/55. He advised 
he considered these instructions as amounting to guidance by 
Bureau rather than concerning correction of errors requiring 
administrative action. He stated that he accordingly did not 
feel that above regulations governing submission of amended pages 
applied. It is not fel t said explanation is acceptable. It also 
appears that Supervisor ! I having recognized serious weaknesses 
in the attention provided this case at Newark, should have included 
requests for explanations from personnel responsible and 
recommendations covering administrative action, in Bureau letters 
1/21/55 and 2/li|./55. 


be 


Chief W. A. Branigan, Espionage Section, Domestic 
Intelligence Division, stated the field should have followed 
governing instruct ions. He recommended no admin istrative action 
against Supervisor ! 1 pointing out that | | was co nstruc tively 

supervising case as evidenced by detailed instructions I I 
provided Newark. While this constitutes some mitigation, it 
appears Supervisor ! ~| was not sufficiently vigorous in his 
supervision and should have fixed responsibility for the serious 
deficiencies found. 


Mr, Belmont felt ! I was properly supervising the case 
and recommended no administrative action. 


■b 6 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


(1) SA l H t Newark. .. .censure. .. .for 

errors in his report of 1/11/55, failure to follow existing 
instructions regarding submission of amended pages, and submitting 
amended pages which contained garbled phraseology. 
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# 

• 

b6 

(2) SAl I 

, Newark.... censure. ...for failure to 

detect and correct 

errors in SA| 

1 report of 1/11/55. 



b6 

(3) sa|Z 


l Newark. .. .censure. .. .for failure 


to it that existing Bureau instructions were followed in 

and for failure to detect garbled 


to see 

submission of amended pages, 
phraseology in said amended pages 


(4) SAC H. G. Poster, Newark. ... censure. . . .for weaknesses in 
functioning of Newark Office. 


b6 


(5) SA l L Espionage Section. .. .censure. .. . 

for failure to request explanations from Newark. 


(6) Chief W. A. Branigan, Espionage Section. .. .Recommendation 
being submitted separately covering this and other similar matters. 
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(7) Inspector C 0 E. Hennrich, Domestic Intelligence 
Division. » . .Recommendation being submitted separately covering 
this and other similar matters. 


(8) Assistant Director A. H. Belmont, Domestic Intelligence 
Division. o . .No action. ...In view of his being previously censured 
for this and other similar matters. 


Jo 6 


PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAs | L AND SAC 

FOSTER, ARE ATTACHED HERETO. 

DETAILS 


Not reported herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file. 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

DATBi 3/P /SS 


Tobol . 


TO < 


Mr, Tolssn 


non t R, T, Barb* 


(f 
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fUBjaCT: 


AMENDED DOCUMENTS 
( CORRECTED OR REVISED REPORTS) 


Sizoo . 


msmm* 


Survey conducted by I no pee ter E, C, Tan Pelt in 
accordance with Director's inetructione to Make 




in reports, uthicl^sipparently have had to be mad 
|| 'fbllo<fg$to Direcldj'e attention, and apparsnfWtf 
II fk*« n !>V either Tfom* otic Inisllicencs] opjtftvesl 
|| Igb f irresponsibility for such error#. /V 


\therough check as to why voluminous number of error* and phanges 
in reports, which^pparently have had to be made, were ndtytr _ 

no steps pttre i 
tueetigatiue 

M . 

^IMDlO&fS t Review was made by the Inspector of 22 filss^whsrwtn 
3 « corrections in reports were in the process o$$ being? 

'Made ftyhrough amended pages submitted by field « In eacfeAneftgfee, 
cove n. communications were received from field transmitwkng *». 
amentik pages of reports without providing Bureau with exvldah- 
tiens^r supplying recommendations regarding administrative 

aotidWi — 1 

in the 22 files „ A 

Inspector found no instanoe/ wherein field's JSkilure 
^ to comply Witty, existing instructions concerning submission of 
lljfamende 
Piles r\ 

1 4 ield 

iMZXl 






>ajfe* was brought te attention of any Assistant Direc 
fiewed'by f aspect or show that cover communigaM AitS . .. 

I nsmi thing’ amended pages have been bjprovedby Agen 

^ y/ 

* L \/ .• 

BLmvmm- .w*, ? 

13 £ Saidtrexplanation* poihU'odt that D e m e stic Jn t slli^ ... 

dnd jmrgstigatfbe pivisUns.iWt'Vfg j.ftStaifcr. 

'Uo teaKd iysmtvd- uoen amended paties pf reporU.beiuB^eulm^ted . 
b^ytover toenpranda with explanations <sf p*i»|ann»7 


aWv>r*oo^rUt^g^M of SACS cohering admin tjtratj y^ a ^^dn t jf 




Nichols 




\ ECVPtes 

jgli*- "** r " 






v> 


/* 

l-nsf.c. f 

~ *\3> x 
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Memorandum to 1/r * Toloon 


neoeeeary , Meears. Boardman , Belmont and Rooon advised that 
auoh a proooduro was foil mood only if tho substance of tht a aoo 
was affaotad and tho errora ware aerioua anough to require 
admintatrattue action. In othar instances it waa not fait 
naoaaaory to obtain axplanationa from reaponaible employee a and 
rsoommendations framjSACs aa to adniniat ratine, get ton* .. 

' Ur* JaardiMra atrt*d iftotpifty^woJmiwnom number of 
errora made bvthe~field rhAwa^hat^ikaufficient aoiion was 
taien by borne otic Intelligence Biviaricn and Investigative 
i ivision to reduce ike volu Z. “ “ 


Thera ia on attached eheet identifying the errora 
relating to the 28 oaeea previously mentioned. Although Mr* 

I Balmont stated at the Executives Conference on 3/3/55 that the \ 
12 errors referred io his mviaion mar* +,kt l 

attached , mhea St very aerioua aubatantiye errora 

causing undue expense and unnecessary correspondence* An example 
iai he Internal Security case involving | I who rein 

the Philadelphia Office on 1/10/55, submitted three amended 
pages involving t 


II- 

II- 

II- 


Changing I \ statement that both I ~| 

I T prefer to re side in t he United States,,* 

changed to eliminate I L 

"Shs further stated she could read her mother's script**," 
changed to insert the word "not " ... completely changing 
the substance* 

Change to delete Confidential Informant T-l and insert 
instead "records of Immigration and naturalisation 
Service in Philadelphia," 


In addition, the Seat of Oovemment Supervisor found it necessary 
to amend five pages tn the same report in order to remove 
information which would prevent dissemination of the document 
to other agencies* 


he a :•;« ve a i toast 


is pure! p an example set forth 




■fH* 


Memorandum to Mr • To loon 





Messrs, Boardnan, Belmont and Roam,, . • •STMOffl VEMSVMS^ 
A J Qou^jl>U, 


3/ ^ -r 


4 separata memorandum, will be eubmttted ae to eaoh of 
the twent y~tmo eaaee involved and eaoh of those memoranda will 
describe the situation s fix responsibility and contain 
recommendations for action, . 






JC3 


, JLjL / 


enJ 


ou-V-^ Xm-7 


Q^A 


, (P 

Vt- 






b6 

b7C 




b6 


2 ( 


be 

b7C 


GREGORY B ASSAM. INTERNAL SECURITY - £ 
p^^jadelphia 


Titter T/To/Ss, contain* ns explanation ae to 
why the errore were made and contains no recommendation ae 
te administrative action ; transmitted three amended pages 
of a report submitted 12/31/54 • The errors were of substance 
and involved t 


(a) Originallv\ 


I was quoted as saying that " both 

f* prefer to r&sid£ in the United States •• 

the attended page eliminated I L 


(b) It was initially stated 1 ~~ 

eoriDt... " which was changed to T_ 
I I soript.* 


1 




script. 

(o) Delete Confidential Informant I-l and substitute instead 
n records of Ism igr at ion and Naturalisation Service at 
Philadelp hia . ” Thereafter on 1/19/55 , Supervisor I ~| 

I ~1 transmi tied to Philadelphia five additional 

amended pages; these amended pages were neoessary in 
order to prepare the report of 12/31 for dissemination 
and relate to such matters as love affairs, miscarriages 
and abortions . Domestic Intelligence Division requested 
no explanation from the Philadelphia Office • 


_1 IBB im S ECUBITT - I I 

Newark 1/25/55 , prepared by Supervisor [ 


rl 


] 


Burea u letter to 

| I, Es pionag e Section, pointed out to Newark that report 
of Xgent \ I 1/11/55, fai ljA tS. ref loot that satieot t ogs 
questioned abo ut travel to I 
meeting of the [ ~ 


M2 elective positions in a 


1 


sought &eourity-type[ 

tion also instructed that a garbled sente 


]ac£&? 




]• 


whether 

^ quaintanoes V- /' 
Fj Bureau comunicapSQ 
dee be corrected • yA 

No explanation was requested from the Newark Office; Newark ' v 


submitted 9 revised pages on 2/4/55, without explanation. 
It was subsequently necessary to instruct Newark to make 
additional corrections and no explanations v>ere requested 
in this instance* These were substantive wee^neesen. 





Bureau letter l/ 29/5 5 referred to incomplete documentation 
of report of SA Troy F. Wilder , San Francisco, 1/6/55. Said 
letter requested San Francisco to expedite correction so that 
report could be disseminated. Ihe incomplete documentation 
was due to stenographic and relief supervisory failures. 

It caused undue expense and unnecessary correspondence. 


Bu reau letter 1/31/55 . called attention to report of 
SA I I. Milwaukee f 1/20/55. which indicated 

subject was living under name ef \ U fin 1 r a n 

The Bureau letter instructed Milwaukee that said name be 
included in the title of the next report. Milwaukee letter 
S/ll/55 , advised that SA I I repor t of 1/20/55. was 

in error, that the name should have been I I 

and amended pages were attached oorreeting same. No J 

explanation ef personnel responsible was submitted although / 
addititnal expense and unnecessary correspondence were required i 


| I INmiXAL SECURITY - R 

Bureau letter l/&l/5 5~. to Milwaukee cal led attention to 
another report of SA I I dated 1/1 2/55. which 

failed to indicate whether I I was quest iont 

as to whether the names of f I and I 

we re known to him , a s requested in New York report of 
SA I I2/21/54. Milwaukee l etter 2 /3/ 55 

transmitted a corrected page to show that \ \ , was so 

questioned but advised oaid names are not familiar and mean 
nothing to him. No explanation of personnel was submitted 
although additional expense and unnecessary correspondence 
were required * 

L. s sm m .m m -s 

Detroit routing slip 2/ 15/55 furnished Burea u with amended 
pages of report of SA I L Detroit, 12/13/54, 

to provide identity of source for JP-P. It does not appear 
that this w as an error, bat to provide the Bureau with 
documentation net available at the time said report was 
submitted. Bureau tnetruotione provide that reporte 
are not to be delayed for this purpose • 


called attention to 
I dated 1/1 2/55. which 


is is similar 


L SECURITY UATTSB - C 
tocasT^escribed next above* 


s (stil-'ir to 


nxiRN ^i Mcu.un - ■: 

h c a ’ 0 % 3 r 4 i> k d ne rt a ho t 






L SECgRIfY MATTER - C 

Bureau error for m received Nov fork 1/20/55 called attention 
to inoorroot dates fn report of SA Viotor Care Hi, New York, 
s/19/53, and Nero York submitted amended pages by routing 
slip 2/2/55 to clarify same • No explanation of responsible 
personnel was submitted although additional expense and 
unnecessary oorresponce were required, 

L SECURITY MATTER - C 

. Albany TetterS/Ts/SS enoloeed two corrected pages of 
report of SA George P, Simpson, 9/24/54, The correcti ons 
were required to transfer a twelve-line paragraph containing 
personal opinions and the reasons why subject was not 
recommended for listing in the Seourity Index, from the 
details of said report to the administrative page • No 
explanation was provided although additional expense and 
unnecessary correspondence resulted, 

1 SECUR IT Y MATTER z C 

New York routing TTip2/10/55 transmitted amended copies of 
two pages of report of SA Gerard A, Pondo, 1/26/55, This 
correction occurred as a result of Bureau error form sent 
to New York 2/4/55, to change ** Thompson Hill Club. 

Communist Politioal Association, 193Q - 1945** to " Thompson 
Hill Branch of Communist Party, 1938 - 1944 , and Thompson 
Hill Branch of Communist Politioal Association, 1944 - 1945,** 
Said change was required in both synopsis and details • 

No explanation was submitted, although additional expense 
and unnecessary correspondence were involved • 


L SECURITY MATTER - g 

Honolulu routing slip 3AZ5/55' submitted three corrected 
pages of report of SA I I. 1/27/55, These 

corrections were requested per Bureau error form 2/2/55, 
because the original report (l) did not include in the 
details date information was obtained from Confidential 
Informant f-1 and (2) concluded the details with the 
statement ^subject *s Security Index card is current , n 
No explanation was submitted despite additional expense 
and unnecessary correspondence required • 




Errors concerning Investigative Division • It is to 
bs noted that in no instances vers explanations requested of 
the field nor were recommendations as to administrative action 
submitted • 


THEFT 


tS TATS SHU 


15*32697 


Fugitive matter involving 20 individuals . Fames listed 
in title followed by word "FUGITIVES* 9 Bureau requested 
amended page listing "FUGITIVE 9 behind name of each 
subject so no mistake could result • 


VION DIVISION . DEPARbm T T% 
r AIS FQB.CS BASS m TSZAS: 
PROfERTl iss-esistT 


of oo n 


Title of report did not include subject's Government 
employee title / required to ensure proper routing and 
dissemination • 


* TRACT: ESCAPE AND RESCUE (91*7777) 

Ihvesttgativo report contained incomplete title • Name 
of bank t location and date of robbery omitted by 
stenographer •- Poor spelling and sentence structure 
in two parole reports • messy typing • Responsible 
stenographer resigned January 28, 1955 • 


THING FINANC 


VSPQNSU 


Field set out lead to determine whether subject planning 
to handle certain matters with Assistant united States 
Attorney • Bureau suggested this a matter more properly 
handled by AUSA • Field oorreoted lead to indicate 
AU3A being followed • 






PGp*- 


Best Copy Available- 



trrore concerning tuv, Dim, (eontd) 


Substantial* «§j i/Mloii In rap art at te manta end 
identity oftmS individual** Determined nan** 
inadvertently interchanged during dictation, Corrtotod 
by field , 



Detail* of inveetigative report did not indicate inhere 
certain inquiry conducted, Corrected page* submitted 
with caption. At Melinnev, Ton* i . tot out. 




r 36-m 


Adniniotrative page of tnveetigative report failed to 
identify *t»l” mentioned in detail *, Discovered and 
corrected by field. euperoieor. Unnecessary correspondence 
resulted. 


wmms,- t » ,^r 

Statement an last page of report regarding, Ancle sure * 
to Bureau, Pertinent nerds omitted- giving incorrect 
information, be 



Copy of report designated to Wanes* City, with no lead * , 
Wo indication vhy report s o designated. 





Vrrer form to field for incomplete 'a 'barrets? 
■>*comp r Zvt* ► ."b-: niching frvw 


? ynep# ;v 


.•* *v . -b* .* - i ■ 1 -j £ ' ' ’ 'j ' 1 ’• .-V 




Mr. Tolson 


3-7-55 


R. T. Harbo 


| \* wa. 

INTERNAL SECURITY - R 
Bufile 100-382326 


SYNOPSIS 


BACKGROUND : Milwaukee letter 2-3-55 to Bureau and New York 

transmitted corrected copies of Page 1 of report 

of SA I L Milwaukee, 2-12-55. Said report 

originally failed to reflect whether I L wh£ 

was inte rvie wed bU MjAjvauke e , was questioned concerning | ~ 

1 aka f I . per lead set forth in report of 

SA | I, ~New York , l2-2l-5k. This was called to 

MilwauKee 1 ^ aTTentvon per Bureau letter 1-21-35 prepared by 
Supervisor J. F. fofacfts. Espionage Section , Domestic Intelligence 
Division. Said letter instructed, "Advise if such interrogation 
took place and, if so, the results." 

The corrected page transmitted per Milw aukee letter 
2-3-55 does not indicate any recontact of I \ was required, 

and i_t added to the infomation ori ginally reported, " The name s 
I and I 1 are not familiar to I I 

and mean nothing to hiirT. " Referenced letter was received in 
Espionage Section 2-1-55 > was initialed by Supervisor Wacks, 
and was received in Consolidation Unit of Records Section 2-8-55 
so that the corrected page could be substituted for the original. 
One copy of the original report had been disseminated to the 
Records Administration Branch of Department of Justice 1-19-55 
and the corrected page was forwarded there by routing slip 
2-8-55- 


Attachments 
cc - Mr. Nichols 

H Mr. Boardman 

,, Mr. Belmont 

* Mr. Mohr 

SOG Personnel Files: 
SA 

SA 

SAC J. B. Roster 
SA J. F. Wacks 


SOG Personnel Files: 

Sectiop^Qhief William A. Branigan 
Inpp&ctor C. E. Henrich 
UCssistant Director A. H. Belmont 
SOG Files - Milwaukee Division 

Domestic Intelligence 

Division 


HCVP:PFV 
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GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter $k-2 3 , 5/4/54, provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error , together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated. " Section HA 1 j, Manual of Rules and Regulations , 
provides , " Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any administrative 
action , if necessary , together with two copies of the amended 
pages of reports." 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/33 to Milwaukee , copy to 

Mr. Belmont , prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt covering such errors , 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations . 

EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED t SA I I explained (1) he completely 

covered the New York lead but failed to 
fully dictate the result's; ( 2 ) he did not detect the incomplete b( 

reporting because he was not available to review same before its 
transmittal to the Bureau , and (3) he prepared the Milwaukee 
letter transmitting the amended pages to the Bureau , not under- 
standing that above SAC Letter referred to errors of this type . 

Superuisor l L Mi lwaukee . explained ( 1 ) 

he overlooked the fact that SA I 1 report omitted information 

called for in the lead set out by New York, and (2) he approved 
the Milwaukee letter transmitting the amended pages to the Bureau 
because he did not understand that above SAC Letter referred to 
errors of this type. 

SAC J . B. Poster , Milwaukee , advised he made it clear to 
bo th SA I I and Supervisor Lovrien that the correction made in b6 

SA I I repor t falls within the purview of above SAC Letter, 

and that he impressed upon them the necessity for completeness and 
accuracy in the submission of reports. SAC Poster recommended 
no administrative action be taken. 

SOG Supervisor Wacks advised (1) the purpose of his 
letter to Milwaukee 1-21-55 was to ascertain whether the New York 
lead was fully covered, and ( 2 ) upon receipt of the amended page 
he did not feel the matter waranted administrative action since 
the matter had been called to Milwaukee's attention, and he did not 
feel further correspondence to secure explanations was necessary . 
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Chief W. A. Branigan, Espionage Section , Domestic Intel- 
ligence Division , stated the field should have followed governing 
instructions. He recommended no administrative action against 
Supervisor Wacks , and Mr. Belmont concurred. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) SA I L Milwaukee .. .Recommendation 

being submitted separately covering this and another similar matter. 


(2) SA I L Milwaukee .. .censure .. .for failure 

to detect and correct error in SA I I report and for failure 

to see to it that governing instructions were followed in the 
submission of the amended page. 


(3) SAC J. B. Poster , Milwaukee . . .Recommendation being 
submitted separately covering this and another similar matter . 


(b) SA J. F. Wacks , Espionage Section. . .censure. . .for 
failure to request explanations from Milwaukee 


(5) Chief W. A. Branigan, Espionage Section. . .Recommenda- 
tion being submitted separately covering this and other similar 
matters. 
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(6) Inspector C. E. Henrich, Domestic Intelligence 
Division .. .Recommendation being submitted separately covering 
this and other similar matters. 


(7) Assistant Director A. H. Belmont , Domestic Intelligence 
Division. . .no action. . .in view of his being recommended separately 
for censure for this and other similar matters. 


PERMANENT 3RIEFS OF SAs LOVRIEN , AND MACKS, AND "SAC 'PC'S TER 

ARE ATTACHED. 


DETAILS 

Not reported herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file. 


- k - 



3/9/55 


Mr. Tolson 


R. To Harbo 



SECURITY MATTER - C 


SYNOPSIS 


h I, 


BACKGROUND ; New York, by routing slip 2/10/55* transmitted amended 
pages 1 and 4 for the report of SA Gerard Ao Pondo, 
entitled as above, and dated 1/26/55 at New Yorko This report 
contained the statement that subject was a member of the Thompson 
Hill Club, Communist Party, from 19 38 to 1945. For m 0-17 dated 
2/1 J./55* prepared by SOG Supervisor ] L requested the 

period of 1938 to 1945 be broken down to show membership in 
Communist Party and Communist Political Association.. This was done 
by above amended pages which were transmitted to the Bureau by 
routing slip containing no explanation for the error and no 
recommendations for administrative action* This routing slip with 
amended pages was received in the D omestic Intelligence Division 
2/14/55 and forwarded by Supervisor I | to Consolidation Unit, 

Records Section, by routing slip 2/lb/i>i> checked "note and return." 

GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS ; SAC Letter 54-23* 5/4/54* provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated." Section 4A 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any administrative 
action, if necessary, together with two copies of the amended 
pages of reports." 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED ; Bureau letter 2/23/55 tp New York, copy to 

Mr. Belmont, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt covering such errors, / 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and/ 
SOG explanations. / 

Attachments /' be 

cc - Mr. Boardman cc - SOG Personnel Piles: 

Mr. Belmont SA C J. J. Kelly 

Mr. Mohr SA | 

SOG Personnel Piles; Sec. Chief P. J. Baumgardner 

SA Gerard A. Pondo Inspector V. P. Keay 

SA Francis J. Sandin Asst. Dir. A. H. Belmon 

JEM: Jla SOG Piles - New York Division 

(17) /• Domestic Intelligence Div, 

/ 1 L* 
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EXPLANATIONS BECEIVBD t SAC Kelly, New York, advised Bureau's 

request on Form 0-17, 2/4/55, was 
complied with. Amended pages were prepared by SA Pondo, approved 
by Supervisor F« J. Sandin and submitted to the Bureau by routing 
slip. SA Pondo advised he reported the information as it had been 
given by the informant in 1945. Supervisor Sandin explained he 
felt the amended pages were being submitted for clarification 
rather than because of an error and, therefore, submitted pages 
by routing slip without letter since no recommendation for 
administrative action was contemplated. 

SAC Kelly advised both SA Pondo and Supervisor Sandin 
have been cautioned to use more care in the future to be certain 
that accurate reporting is done and that he has placed a copy of 
his letter of explanation of 2/28/55, in the personnel folders 
os SAs Pondo and Sandin. SAC Kelly recommends no further be 

administrative action. 

SOG Supervisor | | advised that his first 

consideration was for the accuracy of Bureau records and that upon 
receipt of amended pages he sent them to Consolidation Unit for 
insertion in the Bureau files and that he would have handled the 
question of a letter requesting explanation from the field on return 
of amended pages from Consolidation Unit. Section Chief F. J. 
Baumgardner and Assistant Director Belmont concurred and 
recommended no administrative action. 

CONCLUSION i SA Pondo' s report of 1/26/55 reflects an Informant 

reported subject to be a member of the Thompson Hill 
Club, Communist Party, 1938-45, per informant's report 5/27/45 
(T-9)o Amended page 4# as submitted by NYO, reflects T-9 advised 
subject a member of Thompson Hill Branch, Communist political 
Association, in 1944 and to February, 1945# and that subject 
was a member of Thompson Hill Branch, Communist Party, 1938 
to 1944 « 

In New York letter 2/28/55, SA Pondo explained he 
originally reported the information as it had been given by 
informant in 1945° Thus, amended page 4 must necessarily be 
erroneous inasmuch as there is no indication that the informant 
was reinterviewed In the interim. Actually, the Communist 
Political Association replaced the Communist Party from 
May, 1944 > to July, 1945. SA Pondo, in submitting original report, 
should have clearly shown that Communist Party had disbanded in 
favor of Communist Political Association from May, 1944* to 
July, 1945 o 


- 2 







Jo 6 


Supervisor ! k New York, telephonically 

advised 3/7/55 that New York will submit letter correcting the 
above situation. P. J. Baumgardner, Section Chief, Internal 
Security Section, Domestic Intelligence Division will submit SAC 
Letter pointing out necessity for accurate reporting in this and 
similar situations. 


recommendations 

(1) SA Gerard A. Pondo, New York. .. .censure. .. .for 
not questioning and clarifying the information attributed to 
T-9 and submitting an accurate report initially. 


(2) SA Francis J. Sandin, New York. ... censure. .. .as 
supervisor he should have detected and corrected the manner in which 
SA Pondo reported the information relative to subject having 
been a member of Thompson Hill Club, Communist Party, 1938-45° 


(3) SAC J. J. Kelly, New York. .. .Recommendation being 
submitted separately covering his over-all responsibility in this 
and other similar matters. 


b6 


submitted 


(if. ) Supervisor! 

separately covering this 


[ c . .Recommendation being 

and other similar matters. 
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(5) Chief F» J. Baumgardner, Internal Security Section,.... 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 


(6) Inspector V. P. Keay, Domestic Intelligence Division.... 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 


(7) Assistant Director A. H«t Belmont, Domestic Intelligence 
Division. .. .No action. .. .In view of his being previously censured 
for this and other similar matters. 


PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAs PONDO AND SANDIN ARE ATTACHED. 

DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file. 
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STANDARD FORM NO. «4 

Office Memorandum • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


DATE: 


FROM 


Mr* To Is on 


So To Harbo 


3/10/55 


SUBJECT: 

I L B> 08 * 

SECURITY MATTER - C 
Bufile 100-362063 


SYNOPSIS 


BACKGROUND i Bureau directed an error form (0-1?) prepared by SOG 

Supervisor Kirby Ao Vosburgh, Internal Security Section , 
Domestic Intelligence Divisions to Honolulu 2/8/55 requesting correction 
of page 3 of report of SA Leo So Brenneisen dated 1/27/55 at Honoluluo 
By routing slip ( FD-4 ) 2/15/55 Honolulu submitted amended pages to 
above reporto Page 3 of details originally reflected Subject's 
Security Index Card was currento No explanation, for the error was 
requested on Form 0-17 and no explanation for the error or recommendations 
were submitted with amended pages from Honolulu 2/l5/55» Date stamp 
reflects amended pages received at Bureau 2/18/55 « Supervisor Vosburgh 
advised whenhe received emended pages 2/23/55 the file was attached and 
Training & Inspection Division had already taken required action by 
writing Honolulu . 

GO VERNING INSTR UCTIONS : SAC tetter 54-23, 5/4/54 f provides "In the 

- future all errors to be corrected in reports 

after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by cover 
letter containing an explanation for the error, together with two 
copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminated . * 
Section 4A 1 j, Manual of Rules and Regulations , provides, "Amended 
pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter . 

The cover letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommenda- 
tions for any administrative action, if necessary, together with two 
copies of the amended pages of reports * w 


Attachments 
cc - Mr * Boardman 
Mr o Belmont 
Mro Mohr 


- isdGPersonnel Files : 

SA Leo So Brenneisen 
SAC Jo Ho Williams 
SA Kirby Ao Vosburgh 
Section Chief Fo Jo Baumgardner 
In^pa^tor Vo P. Keay fj 
M&sistant Director Ao Ho Belmont 
SOG Files - Honolulu Division 

Domo Intelo Division 


JEM :c 8 
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EXPLAN a TI ONS REQUESTED i Bureau letter to Honolulu 2/23/55, copy to 

Mr o Belmont, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector Ho Co Van Pelt covering such errors , b6 

called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanationso 

EXPLANATION^ RECEIVES : Memorandum, from SAC, Honolulu, 3/1/55 s tates • 

, Examination of notebook of Stenographer \ 

I reflects statement "Subject's Security Index Card is current " 
appears after last part of details but apparently SA Brenneisen did 
not sufficiently instruct the stenographer that this sentence was to 
be included on administrative pageo SA Brenneisen, dictating Agent , 
had not reviewed report after transcriptiono SAC Williams explains 
that through inadvertence he failed to detect error on page 3 and with 
reference to submission of amended pages by routing slip, SAC Williams 
advised Honolulu Office has been erroneously submitting amended pages 
to reports by routing slip where report was not disseminated locally . 

He added that this erroneous practice has been stopped and all employees 
have been cautioned to exercise care in dictation and transcription 
of reports* He recommends no administrative action » 

SOG Supervisor Vosburgh explained he did not receive amended 
pages until after Training & Inspection Division had taken necessary 
action by writing Honolulu and he therefore had no opportunity to take 
required action in this instance* 

CONCLUSION i 

The investigation does not appear to have been jeopardised / 
however, the errors in question have caused added expense and unnecessary 
correspondence* 

1* SA Leo So Brenneisen , Honolulu . <, <> Censure 0 ■> <> for 
failure to adequately instruct the stenographer that the sentence 
"Subject's Security Index Card is current" should appear on the 
administrative pages « 


2 • SAC John Ho Williams, Honolulu ® © o Censure o o * for 
failure to detect and correct error in instant report prior to 
approving it at Honolulu and for failure to follow existing Bureau 
instructi ons relative to submissi on of amended pages © 
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3« SOG Supervisor Kirby Ao Vosburgh, Internal Security Section, 
domestic Intelligence Division . ® . Censure ® . . Although he 
recognised weaknesses in this case by Honolulu Office, failed to 
request explanations and recommendations from Honolulu personnel at 
time of requesting corrected pageso 


4« Section Chief Fo Jo Baumgardner, Internal Security Section, 
Domestic Intelligence Division « » » recommendation being submitted 
separately regarding this and similar matterso 


5 o Inspector Vo P« Keay, Domestic Intelligence Division ® « . 
recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matterso 


6 o Assistant Director Ao Ho Belmont , Domestic Intelligence 
Division « ® ® no action ® <> « in view of his being recommended 
separately for censure for this and other similar matterso 


PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAS BREN NEI SEN, VOSBURGH AND SAC WILLIAMS ATTACHED o 

DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
Synopsis and in the investigative fileo 
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Mr. Tolson 


3M/55 



■b6 

b!C 


R. T. Harbo 


SECURITY MATTER - C 
Bufile 100-4l221ii. 


SYNOPSIS 

BACKGROUND ; Albany, by memorandum 2/15/55* voluntarily submitted amended 
pages 2 and 3 to report of SA George P. Simpson, 9/24/54, 
which report contained the following administrative data in the last 
paragraph of details: 


"During the interview of the subject on September 16, 

1954, she attempted to give the interviewing agents the impression 
that she had no knowledge of Communism in general, however, her 
attitude was antagonistic, defensive, and she appeared to want to 
give the impression of being more ignorant and lacking of intelligence 
than she probably is. It is felt that further interview of the b 

subject is not warra nted i n view of the obvious uncooperative b 

attitude displayed. I l ls not recommended for the Security Index 
at this time since her known acti vities have been limited to the 
I I and she is not employed in a critical 

or national defense capacity." 


This error was not called to attention of Albany Office by 
SOG but notation placed on original copy of report in- Bureau file 
by SOG Supervisor Robert L. Van Wagoner, Internal Security Section, 
Domestic Intelligence DivisiQn, when report received at Bureau, 

..that report contained administrative information and should not be 
disseminated in future, Albany memorandum of 2/15/55 does not 
^contain explanations or recommendations as to the error in above 
^report. This memorandum received Internal Security Section, 

/Domestic Intelligence Division, 2/17/55, and sent to Consolidation 
bjnit, Records Section, on routing slip by SA Van Wagoner on same date 
"^for recording, correction and return. 


^Attachments 
/!cc - Mr, Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Mohr 

& SOG Personnel Piles: 
Stenographer 


cc - 


SA George P. Simpson 
SA I I 


pf 

3EM: jla 
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SOG Personnel Piles: 

ASAC Joe Di Jamieson 
SAC Edward A. Soucy 
SA Robert L. Van Wagoner 
Section Chief P. J. Baumgardner 
Ins£Sjc4rer-^r P. Keay 
rsistant Director A. H. Belmont 
SOG Piles - Albany Division 

Domestic Intelligence Div. 
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GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS ; SAC Letter 54-23, 5/4/54, provides "In the 

future all Errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated." Section 4A 1 j» Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover Cotter. The cover letter must contain v an 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any a^||||l strati ve 
action, if necessary, together with two copies of the trended 
pages of reports." * 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED S Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Albany, copy to 

Mr. Belmont, prepared in connect! on^writh a 
survey conducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt covering such errors, 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations. 

* ; v r - t 

EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED ; SA George P. Simpson, Albany (Resident Agent, 

Syracuse, New York), stated he submitted a 
typed rough draft of a report on subject 9/16/54; that it contained 
an administrative page because he had expressed some personal opinions 
concerning the subject’s attitude during the course of an interview. 

SA Simpson did not review the report of 9/24/54 before it was submitted 
to Bureau. SA Simpson, upon Receiving case file 2 / 10 / 55 , noted report 
; of 9 / 24/54 contained administrative data in details and dictated 
corrected pages 2/11/55 but due to urgency to catch train and return 
to Resident Agency, requested stenographer to prepare transmittal 
memoran dum for amended pages. Former Field Supervisor ! I 

I L Albany, explained he had no recollection of seeing a rough b 

draft report in this ca se or signing report of 9/24/54° S AC Soucv , 
AltiShy, advised | I did approve report in question. SA I ~1 

explained he had Instructed SA Simpson to pr epare am ended pages 
and appropriate cover letter on 2/11/55° SAf l then supervisor, 
Albany Office, approved Albany If tter transmitting amended pages 
without explanations and recommendations 2/15/55° He states 
explanations and recommendations should have been included. 

Stenographer ! I has no recollection as to be 

whether she typed report of 9 / 24/54 from rough draft or dictation 
and whether SA Simps on in any way indicated the last paragraph of 
details should have been placed on administrative page. 

Albany letter of explanation 3/1/55 was prepared and approved 
by ASAC J amlesbn, additional explanations and recommendations were 
submitted by teletype at Bureau request 3/9/55° SAC Albany recommends 
(1) censure for SA Simpson for failure to comply with existing Bureau 
Ins £f^efc$pns In preparation of a report, (2) censure for former 
Supervisor Joslin for failure to comply with Bureau instructions in. 

SAC Letter 54-23, and fop approving report of SA Simpson 9/24/54 Which 
was not in conformance 'With Bureau instructions on report writing. 





(3) censure for ASAC Jamieson for submitting an incomplete memorandum 
of explanation and recommendations as to SA Joslin on 3/1/55, and (I 4 . ) 

SAC, Alb any s recommends no administrative action for Stenographer | ~| 

I slnce it cannot positively be determined whether report was typed ’ 
from rough draft or dictation and whether proper instructions were 
given her relative to the administrative data which appeared in last 
paragraph of detailSo 

SOG Supervisor Van Wagoner, Internal Security Section, 

Domestic Intelligence Division, explained that in September, 19514-, 
he noted the error in the report in question but corrected pages 
were not requested since no dissemination was necessary % the 
investigation had been carried to a point there further investigation 
was not warranted and the case was being closede He further explained 
that he placed a notation on page 1 of SA Simpson 9 s report when it 
was received at Bureau to the effect that this report should not 
be disseminated in the future,. 

SA Van Wagoner explained further that upon receipt of 
amended pages at Bureau he immediately sent them to Consolidation 
Unit, Becords Section, to record, correct and return in order 
to comply with Bureau instructions that all mail be recorded as 
soon as possible upon receipt at Bureau, but that he intended to 
request explanations and recommendations when the defended pages 
were returned to him* 

Section Chief F„ J« Baumgardner and Assistant ^Director 
Belmont, Domestic Intelligence Division, recommend censure for 
SA Van Wagoner for failure to follow existing Bureau instructions 
after having noted error in report of SA Simpson 9/2k/$k» 

■ 

CONCLUSION ; The investigation has not been jeopardized, nevertheless 
the Albany errors caused undue expense and correspondence* 

It does not appear from Information available that it can be clearly 
resolved as to whether SA Simpson or Stenographer Distell was 
responsible for the improper preparation of the original report j be 

however, SA I I was in error in having approved this report, 

and for having approved the incomplete memorandum dated 2 / 15/55 
submitting the amended pages* ASAC Jamieson is responsible for having 
Submitted an incomplete memorandum of explanation 3/1/55, and ' 

SA Van Wagoner is responsible for failure to take appropriate action 
upon detection of error In SA Simpson's report of 9 / 2 I 4 ./ 54.0 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 


(1) Stenographer l~ k Albany.... No administrative 

action. . o .No definite determination can be made at this time as 
to whether she was given proper instructions concerning the last 
paragraph of the details of the report of SA Simpson, 9/21+./55, which 
contained administrative data. 


(2) SA George P. Simpson, Albany (Resident Agent, 
Syracuse, New York) ... .censure. .. .for failure to provide cover 
memorandum in accordance with existing Bureau rules in submitting 
amended pages 2/15/55* Responsibility for error in report 9/2lp/54- 
cannot be clearly fi xed on SA Simpson since it cannot be determined 
whether Stenographer |~ 1 prepared report from rough draft 

or dictation. 


(3) Former Supervisor ! I Albany.. . .censure. ... 

for failure to detect and correct error In report of SA Simpson, 9/2 k/5ks 
and for approving memorandum 2/15/55 submitting amended pages, which 
memorandum did not comply with existing Bureau instructions. 


( 4 ) ASAC Joe D. Jamieson, Albany. .. .censure. .. .for failure 
to clearly identify supervisory official who approved SA Simpson^s 
report of 9 /21+/54 and failure to include recommendations for 
administrative action as to the supervisor who approved the report 
9 /2k/ Bk in Albany letter of explanation 3/1/55* 


( 5 ) SAC Edward A. Soucy, Albany. .. .censure. .. .for weaknesses 
In the functioning of the Albany Office. 


«. a 
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(6) SOG Supervisor Robert L. Van Wagoner, Internal Security 
Section, Domestic Intelligence Division. . . .censure. . . 0 for failure 
to request corrected pages, explanations and recommendations from 
Albany Office after detecting error in SA Simpson’s report 9/2lj./54° 


(7) Chief P. J. Baumgardner, Internal Security Section, 

Domestic Intelligence Division. .. .Recommendation being submitted separately 
covering this and other similar matters. 


(8) Inspector V. P. Keay, Domestic Intelligence Division.... 
Be commendation being submitted' separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 


(9) Assistant Director A. H. Belmont, Domestic Intelligence 
Division. . . .No action.... In view of his being previously censured 
for this and other similar matters. 


be 


PERMANENT BRIEFS. OP SAs SIMPSON, I I. VAN WAGONER J ASAC JAMIESON 

AND SAC SOUCY ARE ATTACHED HERETO. 

DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file. 


• 5 ” 



AL FILED I* 


• • 


be 3/23/55 

Mr* Tolson v, 7r 


Ho T. Harbo 


I, was 

SECURITY MATTER - C 
Bufile 100-402769 


SYNOPSIS 


BACKGROUND : Summary report of SA Victor Carrelli, New York* 

6/19/53, with copy designated for the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service, New York, set forth the following 
information in page 2, paragraph 3» under caption of ’’Marital 
Status” : 

’’The records of Confidential Informant T-2, of known 
reliability, an agency which m aintains backgrou nd information 
on individuals, reflected that l I was married at 

Danbury * Connecticut, o n May 3* 1941* The records listed his 


wife as 


t 


land further reflected that in 


since 
selective service 


"X 


Attachments 
cc - Mr, Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr, Mohr 
Mr. Nichols 
SOG Personnel Files: 
SA Victor Carrelli 

SOG Personnel Files: 

ASAC A« Jo Marchessault 

ASAC D, E. Moore 

SAC J « Jo Kelly b6 

SA William Johnson 

SA 

SA) 1 

Section Chief F, J* Baumgardner 

sa( 

1 Inspector V, P. Keay C 0 

SA 1 1 

Lte?£istant Dir. A. H« Belmont 

SAf~ ~~l 

SOG Files - New York Division 


•bo 

b7C 


1942 

and that 


he had contributed to the support of | l and his wife 

since 1932*" (No explanation was include d reconciling marriage in 
V. 1941 with contributing to support of wife 
, - 1932.) Informant page identified T-2 as 

X Records - 1942 registration of subject's husband*” 

New York letter to Bureau 2/k/SS advised that 0-17 
^ (Error Form) received from Bureau 1/20/55 instructed that on 
page 2, paragraph 3» line 8, of referenced report, ”1932” 
n. was being changed to ”1942” and that New York Office should 
change its copies. Said New York letter pointed out that 
"1932” is correct date and that an amended page 2 was being 
submitted to clarify wording of paragraph 3« 


HVP: jla 

(24) 


Domestic Intelligence Div* 


5 8 APR 151951 
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New York routing slip to Bureau 2/2/55 transmitted 
said amended page. Paragraph in question was changed therein 
to read: 


”The records of T-2, another governm ent agency that 
maintains personnel type records, reflect that | ~| 

was marri ed at Danbury, Connecticut , on May 3. 1QL1 to I \ 

~|and further reflected that! I was the 

I and tha t 

ne naa contnoucea to tne support or I | 

I I since 1932. These records do nob reriect the maiden name 

ofl [ nor do they disclose the identity of 

I l« 


GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 54-2 3, 5/4/54, provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected In reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted 
by cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports 
previously disseminated." Section 4A 1 j. Manual of Rules and 
Regulations, provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be 
submitted to the Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter 
must contain an explanation for the error, recommendations 
for any administrative action, if necessary, together with 
two copies of the amended pages of reports." 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/55, to New York, 

copy to Mr. Belmont, prepared in 
connection with a survey conducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt 
covering such errors, called attention to foregoing instructions 
and requested field and SOG explanations. 

FIELD EXPLANATIONS : ASAC D. E. Moore, New York, telephonically 

informed Inspector Van Pelt 3/10/55 that; 

SA Carrelli explained his report of 6/19/53 was originally 
written to convey thought that subject "in 1942" had a daughter 
whom he had been supporting since 1932. When he proofread 
said report, it seemed to convey that idea. SA Carrelli now 
feels it could be misinterpreted, and should have been 
originally worded so there could be no doubt as to its meaning. 

He regrets it happened and will insure that his reports in 

future measure up to Bureau standards as to clarity and 

accuracy. b6 


ASAC Mo ore also informed I nspector Van Pelt that: 

Relief Supervisor ! 1 who approved Agent Carrelli’s 

report 6/l9/53> explained he thought its phraseology was clear 
at the time, but upon further review of said report, he now feels 
paragraph in question was not clearly expressed and could be 
misinterpreted. 
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ASAC Moore further in formed Inspector Van Pelt 3/11/55 
that? SA l \ prepared New York's memorandum 

to Bureau 2/LJ./55 advising that "1932" is correct date for 
page 2, paragraph 3# line 8, of SA Carrelli's report and that be 
amended page was being submitted . Said m emorandum was approved 
by Supervisor ! L Both SA l I and 

Supervisor Bennett stated they thought explanation that "1932 
is the correct date" and that "New York is submitting amended 
page 2 to clarify the wording of page 2" was sufficient. 

New York letter 2/28/55 advised that (1) inasmuch 
as " 1932 " is the correct date. New York had not made change be 

to " 194 . 2 " in SA Carrelli * s report, as instructed per 0-17 
Form received from Bureau 1/20/55# (2) paragraph was rewritten 
to clearly reflect that "1932" is the correct date so there 
could be no question about itj and (3) since there was no 
error involved in said report, no administrative act ion was 
recomme nded. Said letter was prepared by Supervisor ! | 


ASAC Moore advised Inspector Van Pelt 3/11/55 that 
instant letter was approved by ASAC A» J« Marchessault, after 
confering with him (ASAC Moore) and_SJCJ. J. Kelly. ASAC Moore 
explained that he and Supervisor ! i ASAC Marchessault 

and SAC Kelly each felt at the time that sufficient explanation 
had been provided, but in their subsequent analysis of the matter 
they felt that further explanation should be furnished Bureau.* 

STATUS OF SQG FILE ; Bureau file contains only 1 out of 5 copies 

of SA Carrelli’s report designated for 
SOGf, and Records Section has been unable to locate the 4- missing 
copies. File does not reflect any disposition of said 4 . copies, 
including the original*. The latter is the one usually bearing 
the time and routing stamps and initials reflecting handling 
and approval for filing. Because copies of subsequent investigative 
reports received show that copies of these latter reports were 
disseminated to the Immigration and Naturalization Service and 
to Records Administration Branch of the Department of Justice, 
it appears likely » that copies of SA Carrelli's original report 
of 6/19/53 were similarly disseminated. SOG file does 
not reflect sending of afore»mentioned 0-17 Form instructing 
New York to change date In question from "1932" to "194-2." 

However, said change has been made in ink, uninitialed and 
undated, on file copy of SA Carrelli's report. 

tfThis was also confirmed by ASAC Marchessault. 
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SOG EXPLANATIONS ; Supervisor! | Internal Security 

Section, advised (1) he has no Independent 
recollection of approving SA Carrelli's report of 6/19/53* but 
feels he must have approved same for filing because it was he who 
approved New York’s accompanying memorandum 6/19/53 recommending 
that subject be listed in Security Index; (2) he did not change 
the date on the file copy of said report; (3) he did not send the 
error form received New York 1/20/55* being on leave 1/4-24 ,/55| 

(4) he approved New York’s letter 2/4/55 indicating that "1932" 
is correct date and that amended page would be submitted; (5) 
he did not see New York’s routing slip 2/2/55 which transmitted 
the amended page (said routing slip and amended page do not 
reflect receipt in Domestic Intelligence Division); and (6) he 

has no knowledge as to the missing copies of Agent Carrelli’s b6 
report. 

Supervisor! I, Intern al Security Section, 

advised (1) he handled some of Supervisor I work while 

the latter was on leave in January, 1955* (2) he recalled 
observing the questionable phraseology in Agent Carrelli’s report 
and said that hi 3 change of the date from "1932" to "1942" 
seemed proper at the time because of the indication that subject 
was married 5 / 3 / 41 * (3) he now recognizes he should have requested 
New York to clarify the matter instead of assuming that "1942" 
was the correct date and instructing New York to change its 
copies; (4) he feels that the original of SA Carrelli’s report 
was in file at the time and that he made an endorsement on same 
to indicate that he sent the error form to New York; and (5) he 
has no knowledge as to the present whereabouts of the original 
and other copies of said report, other than the one in file and the 
two copies apparently disseminated. 

Sup.,J. W. Marshall of the Records Section advised that 
(1) a thorough search has been made to account for the original 
and other missing copy of SA Carrelli’s report, but with negative 
results; (2) said search is continuing.* 

CONCLUSION S That (1) SA Carrelli is derelict for not clearly 

describing Samuel Friedman' s marital s tatus In his 
report of 6/19/53* (2) Relief Supervisor I L New York, 

should have detected and corrected same; (3) SOG Supervisor 
Johnson should have requested New York to clarify its reporting :i 
and to fix res ponsibil ity for the weaknesses therein; (4) 

SOG Supervisor | | was in error in assuming "1932" was an 

incorrect date and changing same, but should have requested 

New Yo rk to cla rify same and fix respo nsibility for the weaknesses; 

(5) SA I I and Supervisor ! [ both New York, are negligent 

for failure to follow existing instructions governing submission 

tfSect. Chief G. Eames and Sup. in Chge. F. W. Waikart confirmed 
s ame . 



of amended pages; (6) Supervisor ! L ASACs Marchessault and 

D. E. Moore, and SAC Kelly, all New York, are negligent for 
advising Bureau 2/28/55 there was no error in SA Carrelli's 
report, in view of the fact it was necessary to completely rephrase 
the paragraph in question; and (7) It does not appear that 
responsibility for the missing copies of SA Carrelli's report can 
be definitely resolved at this time, be cause sa id copies were 
purportedly in file when SOG Supervisor! - lsent the error 
form received at New York 1/20/55; Records Section is continuing 
search. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) SA Victor Carrelli, New York. ...censure.. . .for 
lack of clarity in his report 6/19/53* 


(2) SA l L New York. .. .censure. .. .for 

failure as Relief Supervisor to detect and correct lack of clarity 
in SA Carrelli's report 6/19/53* 


(3) SOG Supervisor | Internal Security 

Section. ... censure. .. .for failure to detect and correct lack 
of clarity in report of SA Carrelli 6/19/53* (He feels he 
must have approved said report for filing because he approved 
New York's accompanying memorandum 6/19/53 recommending that 
subject be listed in Security Index.) 


(I}.) SOG Supervisor , Internal Security Section 

... .censure. .. .for erroneously assuming date of ”1932" was 
inaccurate and changing Bureau copies and instructing New York 
to correct its copies, rather than requesting New York to clarify 
and fix responsibility. 
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(5) SA I ~l New York. .. .censure. .. . 

for failure to follow existing Bureau instructions 4 governing 
submission of amended pages in preparation of New York letter 

2 A/55. 


(6) Supervisor | [ New York. ... censure. .. . 

for failure to see to it that existing Bureau instructions 
governing submission of amended pages were followed when he 
approved above New York letter 2/1j./55« 


(7) Supervisor ! | New York. .. .censure. . 

for failure to see to it that New York letter 2/28/55* which 
he prepared, contained sufficient explanation and included 
appropriate recommendations covering administrative action, 
instead of advising Bureau that there was no error involved. 


(8) ASAC A. J. Marchessault, New York. ... censure. .. . 
for his approval of above New York letter 2/28/55. 


(9) ASAC D. E. Moore, New York. .. .censure. .. .for his 
concurrence in the transmittal of above New York letter 2/28/55. 
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(10) SAC J. J. Kelly, New York. • . .Recommendation being 
submitted separately covering his concurrence in the transmittal 
of above New York letter 2/28/55 and for ineffective functioning 
of New York Office in other matters involving failure to follow 
existing Bureau instructions governing submission of amended 
pages. 


(11) Chief F. J. Baumgardner, Internal Security Section 
. . . .’Recommendation being submitted separately covering his 
responsibility for ineffective functioning of Internal Security 
Section in this and other related matters. 


(12) Inspector V. P. Keay, Domestic Intelligence Division 
....Recommendation being submitted separately covering his 
responsibility for ineffective functioning of Internal Security 
Section in this and other related matters. 


(13) Assistant Director A. H. Belmont, Domestic 
Intelligence Division. .. .No action.... In view of his being 
recommended separately for censure for this and other similar 
matters. 
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(llj.) That Records Section vigorously continue search 
for missing copies of SA Carrelli’s report 6/19/53* 


PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAs CARRELLI AND STEVENS, RELIEF SUPERVISOR 
WOODWORTH, SUPERVISORS BENNETT AND MILLER, ASACs MARCHESSAULT 
AND Do E. MOORE, SOG SUPERVISORS BAGLEY,# AND JOHNSON ARE 
ATTACHED HERETO. 

^Permanent brief Supervisor Bagley forwarded to Director separately 
in connection with another personnel action matter. 
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Mr. Tolson 


3/2U./55 


H. T. Harbo 


3 


&lcSl 

INTERNAL SECURITY - R 
Bufile 105-29217 


0 


SYNOPSIS 


b6 

b7C 


BACKGROUND ; Philadelphia letter 1/10/55 to Bureau and Washington 
Field Office tr ansmitted amended copies of pages 
3, 11 and 20 of report of SA I L Philadelphia, 

12/31/54* These corrections involved following changes In 
phraseology: 


X... 


Page 3 - From - 


stated that both [ 


] 


definitely prefer to reside in the 
United States rather than in Russia." 


be 

b7C 


To 


stated that she definitely 

preferred to, reside in the United States 
rather than in Russia." 


'X 


X 


Page II -From ° "She further stated th at 


To - "She further stated that T 

i — 1 L 


Page 20 - From - "....records of Confidential Informant T-l.« 

To - "....records of the Immigration and 

Naturalization Service at Philadelphia...." 

Said letter contained no explanation covering foreg 
errors. The letter was initialed by Supervisor ! 

Espionage Section, Domestic Intelligence Division, and rafted to 


he 


Consolidation Unit of Records Section so that amende® 


be substituted in instant report. 




i;es could 


Attachments 
cc - Mr. Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Mohr 

SOG Personnel Files: 

St eno. I 

SA[ 


be 


SOG Personnel Files; 


SA J. 
SA S. 
SA D. 


i: 

E. 


Meehan 
Donahbe 
Todd 


Sect. Chief W. A. Branigan 



SAT 

SA Albert Kunaoaicen 
McCabe 


In 


rs 


r C. E. Hennrich 
Dir. A. H. Belmont 


, r saC N. H. 
SA l 


71956 


] 


H SA G. H. Scatterday 

SOG Files - Philadelphia Division 

Domestic Intelligence Div« 



# • 


b 6 

b7C 

b7D 

Bureau letter 1/19/55 to P hi 1 a de lohi a suid Washington 
Field Office, prepared by Supervisor I ~| transmi tted 

amended copies of 5 pages of above report of SA I ~l These 
corrected pages deleted certain nonpertinent personal 
recriminatory statements from the report so that it could be 
disseminated# Said d eleted material related principally to 
personal escapades ofl I 

E No explanation 

was requested of Philadelphia regarding such reporting. Revised 
copies of the report, containing both of the above-mentioned 
sets of corrections, were disseminated l/l 7/55 to State Depart- 
ment, Immigration and Naturalization Service and Records 
Administration Branch of Department of Justice. 

GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS 8 SAC Letter 514.-23, S/k/Sb, provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in 
reports after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be 
submitted by cover letter containing an explanation for the 
error, together with two copies of any corrections to be made 
on reports previously disseminated." Section bA 1 j. Manual 
of Rules and Regulations, provides, "Amended pages of reports 
are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter. The cover 
letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommendations 
for any administrative action, if necessary, together with two 
copies of the amended pages of reports." 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED 8 Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Philadelphia, 

copy to Mr. Belmont, prepared in 
connection with a survey conducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt 
covering such errors, called attention to foregoing instructions 
and requested field and SOG explanations. 

OTHER WEAKNESSES NOTED ; Above Bureau letter 1/1 9/55. prepared 

by Supervisor ! ~i also instructed be 

Philadelphia to submit a separate report containing all pertinent b7c 
information relating to ! L Such b7D 

action was requested in view of SAl I above-mentioned re port 


I. Philade lphia was instructed to prepare 

I under the dual character of 

Internal Security - R and Fraud Against Government. No request 
was made therein for Philadelphia to explain its failure to have 
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initially followed this procedure, as set forth in Section 8JC, 
3b, Manual of Instructions, which states that one of the primary 
purposes of security investigations is ’’The determination of 
the identities, whereabouts and activities of Individuals who 
have or may be violating laws of the United States. . , . n Said 
Bureau letter 1/19/55 prepared by Supervisor \ I was 

approved by Supervisor in Ch a.gg e JJ. J . M eehan, Section #1 Man 
S. B. Donahoe, by Supervisor / I fpr^Asslstant Director 

Belmont, by Mr. Scatterday for Assistant 'Director Boardman 
and by Assistant Director Mohr. 


FIELD EXPLANATIONS: 


Philad elphia air-tel 3/17/55 advised 
(1) SA I ~l i s a Resident Agent and was 


not at Philade lphia h eadquarters to proofread his 12/31/54 
report; (2) SA l ~1 feels errors in pages 3 and 11 to be 
typographical: ste nographic notes destroyed? Stenographer 

| states it is unlikely that he would have 
transcribed several words not actually dictate d; (3) said 1 

report was r eviewed and approved by Supervisor ! \ 

I | who changed "Confidential Informant T-l" to 

"Immigration and Naturalization Service at Philadelphia" 
oh page 5, feeling it u ndesirable to conceal I&NS as a source. 
Supervisor ! ~| failed to similarly change page 20; 

(4) upon receiving copy of said report, SA l l noticed the 

errors in pages 3 s 11 and 20. He prepared rough draft amended 
pages and rough drafted Philadelphia's letter of transmittal 
1/10/55. He forwarded same to Philadelphia by routing slip 
indicating that corrections were necessary because of 
typographical errors and Inconsistency of the designation 
of I&NS; and (5) Philadelphia letter 1/10/55 was approved by 
Relief Supervisor Albert Rundbaken who felt no explanations 
nor recommendation covering a drain! strative action were necessary. 


Said Philadelphia air-tel pointed out that (1) Section 
87c, Manual of Instructions, was expanded 1/14/55 through 
addition of paragraph 3c covering "Fraud Against Government 
Violations Detected During Security Investigations," after 
SAC Letter 54~7 4* issued 12/28/54 and received Philadelphia 
12/30/54> reiterated and amplified prior instructions of 
paragraph 3h that the field be alert for information Indicating 
violations of Federal statutes during the course of security 
investigations; (2) SA l 1 was not cognizant of provisions 
of said SAC Letter or new Section of Manual covering Fraud 
Against Government violations detected during security investi- 
gations at time of submission of instant reports ( l) tha falsa 

[ occurred in 1950, and may not be 

cognizable in tne united States and ma y be barred by Statute 

of Limitations! and (4) both SA l 1 and Supervisor I 


be 

b7C 

b7D 
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felt such data related more to possible basis for denial of 
citizenship and deportation than Fraud Against Government. 

A bove-me ntioned Philadelphia air-tel also advised 
that (1) SA I ~l Included in h is report of 12/31/5U the 
information received concerning! I 

| , since it pertained 

to moral turpitude of an applic ant for American citizenship j 
and (2) Supervisor ! ~~| did not delete same, feeling it 

would be of value to I&NS. 

SAC N. H. McCabe, Philadelphia, rec ommended (1) no 
administrative action concerning Stenographer! | (2) 

censure for SAs Price and Eundbaken for failure to follow 
existing Bureau instructions governing submission of amended 
pages; and ( 3) no action was recommended against Supervisor 

I by SAC McCabe because the SAC felt the Supervisor’s 
failure to change the T-l designation for I&NS was not 
sufficiently serious. 

EXPLANATIONS OF ESPIONAGE SECTION ; Supervisor ! I explained 

he did not request explanations 

from Philadelphia and recommendations covering administrative action 
(1) upon receipt of the three amended pages transmitted per 
Philadelphia letter 1/10/55, because said errors. were detected 
and corrected by Philadelphia and were not considered substantive 
to the investigative issues, (2) upon his detection of the 
nonpertinent recriminatory data furnished by subject against 
the latter's wife, and furnishing five corrected pages to 
Philadelphia per Bureau letter 1/19/55, because he considered 
this to be a matter of judgment as to what should be included 
in the report, and (3) for failure to open a separate case 
and submit a separate report covering possible fraud upon 
the part of subject's wife, feeling that the instructions 
contained in Bureau letter 1/19/55 to Philadelphia to open 
a separate case and submit a separate report covering the 
activities of subject's wife constituted supervisory guidance 
to assure more effective administration. 

Supervisor in Charge Meehan and Section #1 Man Donahoe 
advised ( 1 ) they had thoroughly discussed instant case with 
Supervisor | I before Bureau letter to Philadelphia 1/19/55 

was prepared, and 12) they felt the deletion of the nonpertinent 
recriminatory data and the instruction to open a separate file 
on subject's wife were matters of judgment rather than error 
upon the part of Philadelphia, and that they consequently did 
not instruct that explanations be obtained. 


ho 

b7C 

’b7D 
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Supervisor in Charge l~ I expl ai ne d (1) he was 

temporarily working in Mr. Belmont’s office 1/19/55 and 
approved Bureau letter of that date to Philadelphia for 
Mr. Belmont! (2) he observed that five amended pages were 
transmitted to Philadelphia deleting nonpertinent recriminatory 
statements and instructing that a separate case be opened on 
subject’s wife? and (3) the report had not been disseminated 
prior to the corrections and he felt the Bureau’s letter was 
more in the nature of supervisory guidance. 

EXPLANATION OF MR. SC ATTEND AY ; He stated that (1) he had 

no knowledge of Philadelphia’s 
letter 1/10/55 transmitting amended pages to the Bureau, (2) 
he approved Bureau letter 1/19/55 to Philadelphia feeling that 
the deletion of personal recriminatory data involved a matter 
of opinion and did not constitute error by Philadelphia; 

(3) he considered the instruction to Philadelphia to open 
a separate case on subject’s wife constituted supervisory 
guidance and did not require explanation from Philadelphia; 
and (4) he routed the Bureau letter 1/19/55 to Assistant 
Director Mohr for approval solely because said letter also 
granted authority to Philadelphia to utilize the services of 
a Ukrainian- speaking Agent of the Washington Field Office 
to assist in conducting interviews in the Philadelphia 
territory. 

CONCLUSION S (1) That SA l b report 12/31/54 was inaccurate 

“ " and improperly included data not pertinent to 

instant investigation, which should have been set forth in a 
separate report on subject's wife; (2) responsibility for 
the inaccuracies cannot be definitely resolved in view of 
the destruction of the stenographic notes a nd the co nflicts 
in the explanations of Stenographer! | and Agent I I; be 

(3) SA l ~l was derelict through including in instant report 
material which was not pertinent to said investigation and 
should have ca lled Bureau’s attention to same separately; 

(4) Supervisor ! ~| was at fault for not changing T=1 

to I&NS on page 20 as he did on page 5, for failure to delete 
the material not pertinent to instant investigation and for 
no t calli ng Bureau's attention to same separately; (5) 

SA I ~l failed to follow existing Bureau instructions In 
the preparation of his rough draft of Philadelphia letter 
1/10/55 transmitting amended pages to the Bureau; (6) 

Relief Supervisor Rundbaken was negligent for not seeing to 
it that said Philadelphia letter to Burea u 1/10/55 contained 
required explanations; (7) SOG Supervisor ! | should have 

instructed Philadelphia in Bureau letter 1/19/55 to submit 
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explanations and recommend ations co vering administrative action 
for the inaccuracies in SA l~ I report . Philadelphia's 

failure to follow existing Bureau instructions governing 
the submission of amended pages, the improper inclusion in 
Agent Price's report of material not. pertinent to said 
investigation and Philadelphia's failure to bring same to 
the Bureau's attention separately? (8) Supervisor in Charge 
Meehan, Section #1 Man Donahoe, Supervisor in Charge I I 
and Mr. Scatterday should have seen to it that appropriate 
explanations and recommendations were requested of Philadelphia; 
and (9) Assistant Director Mohr's review of said Bureau letter 
to Philadelphia was solely for the purpose of concurring 
in the authorization granted Philadelphia to use the services 
of a Ukrainian-speaking Agent from the Washington Field Office 
for interviews in the Philadelphia territory; it does not 
appear that Mr. Mohr should be considered responsible for 
the above-indicated weaknesses in the reporting by Philadelphia. 

RECOMMENDATIONS b6 

(1) Stenographer! L Philadelphia.... 

No action.... In view of impossibility of clearly fixing 
reporting inaccuracies as due to erroneous transcription. 


(2) SA I [ Philadelphia. .. .censure. .. .for 

(a) including in his report of 12 / 31/54 material not pertinent 
to instant investigation; (b) not calling same to Bureau's 
attention by separate communication; and (c) failure to follow 
existing Bureau instructions governing the submission of amended 
pages in the preparation of his rough draft of Philadelphia 
letter 1/10/55. 


(3) Supervisor 


.censure. 


(a) failure to be consistent in the changing of "Confidential 
Informant T«l" to "Immigration and Naturalization Serv ice at 
Philadelphia," having made such change on page 5 of SA I I 

report but not on page 20; (b) failure to delete from said report 
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material not pertinent to instant investigation; and (c) 
not calling Bureau's attention to same separately. 


(Ij.) Relief Supervisor Albert Rundbaken, Philadelphia 
... .censure. .. .for failure to see to it that existing Bureau 
instructions governing submission of amended pages were 
followed when he approved Philadelphia letter 1 / 10/55 to 
Bureau. 


( 5 ) SAC N. H. McCabe, Philadelphia. .. .censure. .. .for 
ineffective operation of personnel under his over-all supervision. 


(6) Supervisor I 1 Espionage Section.... 

censure. .. .for failure to have instructed Philadelphia in 
Bureau letter 1/19/55 to submit explanations and recomme ndations 
covering administrative action re la) inaccuracies in SA l 
report 12/31/54* (b) Philadelphia's failure to follow existing 
Bureau instructions governing submi ssion of amended pages; 
and (c) improper inclusion in Agent l~ I report of material 

not pertinent to said investigation and Philadelphia's failure 
to bring same to Bureau's attention separately. 


( 7 ) Supervisor in Charge J. J. Meehan, European 
Unit, Espionage Section. .. .censure. .. .for his approval of 
above-mentioned Bureau letter 1 / 19/55 to Philadelphia without 
seeing to it that said explanations and recommendations 
covering administrative action were requested. 
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(8) Section #1 Man S. B. Donahoe, Espionage Section.... 
censure. .. .for his approval of above-mentioned Bureau letter 
1/19/55 to Philadelphia without seeing to it that said 
explanations and recommendations covering administrative action 
were requested. 


(9) Chief W. A. Branigan, Espionage Section.... 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
related matters. 


(10) Inspector c . £. Hennrich, Domestic Intelligence 
Division. o . .Recommendation being submitted separately covering 
this and other related matters. 


(11) Assistant Director A. H. Belmont, Domestic 
Intelligence Division. .. .No action. ...In view of his being 
previously censured for this and other similar matters. 

be 


(12) Supervisor in Charge I ~1 Atomic Energy 

and Scientists Unit, Espionage Section. .. .censure ... .for 
approving above-mentioned Bureau letter to Philadelphia 
1/19/55 for Mr. Belmont without seeing to it that explanations 
and recommendations covering administrative action were 
requested. 
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(13) SA G. H. Scatterday, Assistant to Mr. Boardman... « 
censure. .. .for approving above-mentioned Bureau letter to 
Philadelphia 1/19/55 for Mr. Boardman without seeing to it 
that explanations and recommendations covering administrative 
action were requested. 


PERMANENT BRIEFS OF STENOGRAPHER MURRAY, SA PRICE, SUPERVISOR 
HARZENSTEIN, RELIEF SUPERVISOR RUNDBAKEN AND SAC MC CABE, 

ALL PHILADELPHIA, AND SOG SUPERVISORS IN CHARGE MEEHAN AND 
TODD, SECTION #1 MAN DONAHOE AND MR. SCATTERDAY ARE ATTACHED 
HERETO. PERMANENT BRIEF OF SOG SUPERVISOR MC CASLIN WAS 
FORWARDED DIRECTOR SEPARATELY CONCERNING ANOTHER PERSONNEL 
ACTION MATTER. 
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March 10, 1955 



Mr, Alan B, Balmont 

Federal Bureau ef Investigation 

Washington, B, C. 


m§£MA£ JM. cogNfeMgXMZ 




Bear Ur, Belmont t 



I have very carefully considered the results of 
a survey recently conducted by the Training and inspection 
Division into the handling by the Domestic intelligence 
Division of changes made in investigative reports previously 
submitted to the Bureau, I have noted that personnel under 
your supervision have not been fc Homing exteting instructions 
and insisting upon amended pages of reports being submitted 
by cover memoranda with explanations of personnel rooponotblo 
and recommendations of the Spootal Agents in Charge as to any 
nocoooary mint n tot rat tvs action, Tou havo advieed that tho 
Domestic intelligence Division complied with those instructions 
only if tho substance of the ease mao af footed and tho errors 
mors serious enough to require administrative action notmith- 
etandtng the fact that I never authorised any each exceptions • 


I want you to realise I cut serious in my determination 
to put an end to the errors occurring both in the field and at 
the Seat of government, I ehall further i motet that personnel £ 
under your supervision carry out my inetructione in this regard/? 
so that there will bo no further reason for mo to call your ' 
attention to ouch a natter. 


COMM — FBI 
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INTERNAL SECURITY - R 
Bufile 100-825506 

SYNOPSIS 

BACKGROUND j Milwaukee letter 2/ll/55 3 to Bureau , Chicago, New York 

and Washingt on Field Office. tra nsmitted corrected copies 
of page 1 of report of SA I \ Milwaukee 1/20/55 . Said 

report originally set forth tKe tTTTe as above and stated in the first 
paragraph of the details , fth_e 1954 Miljwaukee_ Citp Directorji reflects one 

and is "employed by tfte l I " Bureau Tetter to "Milwaukee 

1/31/55 , prepared by Supervisor Edwin R. Tully, Espionage Section, 
Dom estic Jjx£&lli£Le nce Division, called attention to foregoing reference 
to 1 r and instructed that said name be included in the 

title of the next report. No request for explanation was contained in 
said Bureau letter. Milwaukee’s refere nced letter 2_[ll/55 r advised 
said name should have been reported as I I and trans- 

mitted amended page . No explanation for the error was submitted. 

Latter communication was received in Espionage section 2/15/55, was 
initialed by Supervisor Tully and was routed to Consolidation Unit of 
Records Section so that the amended page could be substituted. The 
original report had not been disseminated . 

GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS } SAC Letter 54-23, 5/4/54 , provides /’in the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by cover 
letter containing an explanation for the error , together with two 

Attachme 
cc - Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


HCVPsgsr 

(W . 

5 5 MAR 1 


.7 1955 


- SO G Personnel £ilest 

SA I "! 

SA f I 

SAC J. B. Poster 
SA E. R. Tully 

Section Chief W. A. Br'anigan 
In&fffctor C. E. Hennrich 
Assistant Director A. H. Belmont 
SOG Files - Milwaukee Division 

Domestic intelligence Division 





copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminated, n 
Section 4A 1 j, Manual of Shies and Regulations, provides, n Amended 
pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter , 

The cover letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommenda- 
tions for any administrative action, if necessary, together with two 
copies of the amended pages of reports, " 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED } Bureau letter 2/33/55 , to Milwaukee , copy to 
“ ~ Mr, Belmont, prepared in connection with a 

survey conducted by Inspector H, C, Fan Pelt covering such errors , 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations, b6 

-b7C 

EXPLAMTIONS RECEIVED : SA I ~l advised ( 1 ) he submitted h is repo rt 

by rough dra ft in which he inadvertently subs tituted the name I I 

for I l ift referring to \ “ \ (&) was n °t available 

to proofread the finished reporTj and, f&J Tie submitted the corrected 
page to the Bureau by Milwaukee letter 2/11/55, which he approved 
while functioning as Relief Supervisor, without including explanation 
for the error because it was his impression that the instructions 
contained in above SAC Letter did not apply to such matters , b6 

b7C 

Relief Supervisor I \ Milwaukee advised he 

approved abo ve report of fliT I "failed to detect the erroneous 

reference to I I as I [ SAC J, B, Pos ter advis ed 

he impresse d the seriousness of foregoing errors upon both SAs I I 

and I L that they sincerely regretted same and displayed excellent 

attitudes, SAC Poster recommended no administrative action be taken, 

SOG Supervisor Tully advised he felt that due to no dissemi- 
nation of the report being involved , the error was relatively minor 
and warranted no additional correspondence , He said he recognized 
Milwaukee had not submitted recommendations regarding administrative 
action , but that Milwaukee was fully cognizant of the error. 

Chief W, A, Branigan, Espionage Section advised that explana- 
tion should have been submitted by Milwaukee but recommended no 
administrative action against Supervisor Tully be taken, Mr, Belmont 
concurred, 

CONCLUSION : 

Although the investigation does not appear to be jeopardized , 
the errors have caused additional expense and unnecessary correspondence, 

RECOMMENDA TIP NS 

1, SA | Milwaukee , , , recommendation 

being submitted separately covering this and another similar matter. 


2 



2. SA \ Milwaukee . . . censure . . . for 
failure to detect and cor rect errone ous reference to William Caldwell 
as Earl Caldwell in Agent I 1 report. 


3. SAC J. B. Poster , Milwaukee . . . recommendation being 
submitted separately covering his over-all responsibility in this 
and another similar matter. 


4. SA Edwin R. Tully , Espionage Section . 
for failure to request explanations from Milwaukee. 


. censure . . • 


5. Chief w. A. Branigan, Espionage Section . . . recommenda- 
tion being submitted separately covering this and other similar 
matters. 


(6) inspector C. E» Hennrich s Domestic Intelligence Division 
. . . recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 


(7) Assistant Director A. H. Belmont , Domestic Intelligence 
Division . . . no action ... in view of his being previously 
recommended for censure for this and other similar matters . 


Permanent briefs of SAs 
r are attached hereto. 


and Tully etekk 


DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file. 


- 3 - 



TIAL 



March 10, 1055 

ps bs cm At mm comf 




Mr * Alan J« Bdnont 

federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D* C. 


Dear Mr • Belmontt 



IfltC 
< 36 - <?/ 



I won't to to** tfct* meant of expreeetng mg displeasure 
with the ineffective functioning and delag which occurred in the 
Domestic Intelligence Division in connection with the handling 
of a letter dated January M, 1988, from the Aesistant Commissioner 
of the Immigration and Maturalt mtton Service* I have nstedj that 
this letter was received in the £om**tie Intelligence Division on 
February 4, 1955, and wo* not handled to eonpiot Ion until 
February 18, 1955, and there appears to be no Justification 
for the delay which occurred * 

Moreover , I an concerned with the inccnpletc explanation 
which you furntehod to Mr * Boardman in your memorandum of March 1, 
1955, whoroin you pointed out that the proposed letter to all 
Special Agents in Charge based on the Ass tetant Cbmm ieeiener *e 
letter wao first received in yeur office on February Id, 1985, 
and you did not mentton that tho incoming document wo* first 
received in your division on February 4, 1955 « 


I want to tmprees upon you and your subordinates the 
absolute necessity for the prompt and efficient handling of matters 
of this nature * I shall expect you to insure that in the future 
personnel under your supervision carry out their assignments more 
efficiently so that there will be no further each instances of 
delay on their pert . RECORDED - 138 

Very truly 


J. Edgar Hoover 


Tolson 

Boardman _ 
Nichols — 

Belmont 

riarbo 

ivlohr . 



Parsons CC—- 
Rosen 


Sizoo 

K/interrowd 
Tele. Rooi 
Holloman 
Gandy 




00 N 


John Edgar 

Directs 

16 8 ll 


r* Boardman (Personal Attenti &n) 

VMtlarQ^. ry ' J 




OEui' Of *>( 

(4) ~ . t B I 

This letter of censure is <bose4tQ%J^fcti o>*WWdrfHfandu» from. Mr , Harbo 
to Mr, Tolson dated 5-3-55 captioned " Immigration and Naturali sa- 


- Reorganixation^^DMtDMG, 




Jffi. T OLSON 


• UNITED STATFS GOVERNMENT 

1 

DATE: 3 / 3/55 




Jffi. 3. 2*. 34330 


IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE - REORGANIZATION 


/ 


j Rosen 

■ Tem 

Sfacoo 

Tisterrowd 

Tele. Rooa 

Holloa* n — 


BACKGROUND 


Y, 


IY'/r 


45 


, ' •? i > ■ r ^ ^ / ' x -’ T 7VTBI 

Letter ‘from Assistant Commissioner, Immigration and J Sr 
Naturalization Service, dated 1/24/55 , received at the Bureau 
2/4/55; received Liaison Section 10:19 a.m., 2/4/55; received 
In ternai Security Section, Domestic Intelligence Division', ' , 

12 noon, 2/4/siF, Memorandum of 2/16/55 from Belmont to Boardman, 
to which was attached a proposed SAC Letter , received in Strectbr f s 
Office 2/2d/55, f Direotor stated he would like to know why it 

took two week's J to get this matter through . 

o 

FINDINGS 
sr- 2 :; 

J. Inarming of 1/24/55, reoeived Internal Security'/freetion 

12 noon, 2/4/55; Supervisor T. D . Rushing of Internal S east it y ; * 
Section claims he received it 2/7/55; reported it as del irffitent , 
2/9/55; dictated on it 2/10/5.5; Rushing claims he could rest ' V 
dictate on this, matter until"8ylb/j£,' Wfcw&e of the press of; 


thim matter 


of the press of] ■ 


other matters, ‘ general duties of his desk ; typed 2/14/55 and 
reviled same dwte per instructions of Utsxr.s. V. P, Keay' v Bnd 
L. Boafdmani. retyped 2/16/55 and received by Mr. A . /&• Bel* hi It 
at 11:51 a.m. that date; forward Trfd to -Boardman and reoeived by 
Mm 9:26 '£/l7/55. 

2 • - The v * r '■andum was returned by Board man for deletion 

of a paragraph by Belmont 9:18 a.m., 2/13/55; 

corrected and-returned to kmlmont by 5 />.*. caste date; received 
in Mr. Boardmn '* office 9:35 a.m. the next worteda 


in Mr. Boardmn 's office 9:35 a. m. th* next morbdm y-whiah-esas 

Monday, 2/21/55 • • , j r | 5f O /){} j /V; 

3. , 1: . In accordance >t&\th~exi st thg proa*dl(¥lt f ^Wiiii» raut+dL. 

the memorandum, and proponed SAC Letter to jt h&'PrUimiwg and .JjispeuPt 
Division where iti 1003 . received at 3;35 p^. on George WqsKfcig&QO.'s 
birthday , 2/22/55 fifes on , read it that afternoon 
under the proposed procedure the FBI cans ft.. 
files of Immigration ’and. 'Natural 
looter where such files are 
*lnc-&e9$rigj 'L^f. Boardman 

t>:1 A'J--H. Belmont, F 1F&-YH ' 


itJ-L^.f. Boardman 
b 'kd--R. Belmont, 


XEpM:****^- 

m 


Mohr 



?rV/:^ 

&. - 7-» 


7^’K. ' 








If 


dd require the Records Center to forward the Immigration 
:i Naturalisation Service file to the District Office of 


Immigration and Natural i sat ton Service to be ultimately made 
available to the FBI • Mason checked with Ur , Rosen and pointed 
out that there is the possibility of serious delay in connection with 
the AppHoant or Security of Government Employees Programs • 

For example, if the Mobile Office of the FBI has need for one 
of the named files it would have to oommunioats with the Miami 
FBI Office which, in turn, would consult the District Immigration 
and Naturalisation Service office in Miami and Immigration and 
Naturalisation Service would communicate with the Records Center 
in a distant state retaining the file and ask that the file be 
mailed to Immigration and Naturalisation Service in Miami 
so that , in turn. Immigration and Naturalisation Service in Miami 
could make the information in the file available to the FBI in 
Miami , It was not clear how widespread this procedure might be 
or how many files would be involved. Consequently, Mason on 
2/22/55, routed the SAC Letter to SA Alvin Glenwood Gilliland 
with instructions to see him ; Gilliland saw Mason the next 
workday, 2/23/55 and Mason instructed that this situation be 
brought to Belmont's attention to make certain that the procedure 
would not jeopardise our deadline Applicant-type cases • 

4, SA Alvin Glenwood Gilliland of the Training and 

Inspection Division endeavored to contact Belmont on 2/23/55, 
but inasmuch as Belmont was in conference, Gilliland left word 
with Mr, Belmont's office to be called; at 6i25 p,m, Belmont 
not yet having called, Gilliland cancelled the call. In this 
regard we feel that Gilliland showed a lack of aggressiveness 
in that he should have presented his question to Inspector Keay 
or another representative of the Domestic Ihtelli gence Division 
during the period of Belmont ' s unavailability • 

5 0 On 2/24/55, Gilliland was on sick leave, but telephoned 

SA Dwight J, Dal bey of the Training and Inspection Division and 
requested that Dal bey handle the SAC Letter with Belmont; Dal bey 
agreed that he would; Dalbey had just taken over new duties the 
previous day in the Training and Inspection Division and the 
handling of SAC Letters was one of those duties. Dalbey took 
no action as to the SAC Letter on 2/24 and 25/55 (Gilliland was 
on sick leave both days), claiming press of other duties. On 
Gilliland's return to work the next workday, Monday, 2/26/55, 
he found the SAC Letter, brought it to Mason's attention and 
immediately clarified the situation; found out that the files 
referred to relate mostly to dead people, and the SAC Letter was 
received in Mr. Tolson's office at 3s25 p.m, the same day, 2/28/55, 





■none 'vium to Nr. Talson 


There positively no excuse for Dalbey’a .failing to take notion 
tr» this matter when he had stated that he would • 

6, A procedure desi gned to prevent such a a it i nti on exis ts 

in the Tr aining and Inspect ion Division in that Mrs. I I 

I, Grade GS-9, is required to submit a written report each 
evening aa to any unsigned SAC Letter on hand in the Division. 
There are clear instructions that unsigned SAC Letters are not 
to be retained in this Division at the end of any workday ; her 
reports for Wednesday through Friday , 2/23 - 25/55, claimed no 
unsigned SAC Letters were on hand; her che ck was ina ccurate and 
inadequate • Mason severely criticised Mrs. \ l Steps have 

been taken to make certain that her checks will be thorough in 
the future • Of) , y A 


ulu; the 


msMmm - 

It took from 2/4/55 until 2/16/55 to get this matter 
ont o f.jth£ Domest ic Intelli gence Dinia±a^lZ±±IaJ.l^: the 
necessity for changes involved additional time up to 2/18/55 in 
Domes tic Intelligence divis ion: such a t i me Yaois excessive . 
iT'i^T yrom ^35p.ln7/'Tue sdai. ' 2/22/55 unti 1 Mond ay r the _morn 
of 2/28/55 . to aetjthis matter out of the raining 
Division and there w ere serious failures on the part of Mrs • 

and Special Agents Alvin fflenwood Gilliland 


involved additi onal time up to 2/18/55 in the 


ill I pence J J i v is i or 
’ 3T5o’ “p 7m'. , ~ Tue sdi 


ondaj 


TTn+sgsonable 


u; this amount I of time is excessive and 
lONS^^] ^ . 


RECOMMEN DATIONS ^ «-v . 

J / , n & 

Mr3 . I ~L Grctae GS-9 1 Training 

and Inspection Di vision. ............ CENSURE, 

(For the inadequacy and inaccuracy of her nightly reports of 
2/23, 24 and 25/55, "herein she was required to list any 
un3 i gned SAC Lette.’-d sn 6uf did not detect this , 

pertinent one.) / . / 

2. Supervisor Alvin GlenwoodiGil 1 1 land, Training 

and Inspection Division.*.. .... . .. J .\ ........ CENSURE. 

(For his failure to resolve fully the questionable SAC Letter 
on 2/23/55, by presenting his problem to another representative 
of the Domestic Intelligence Division daring the unavailability 
of Mr. Belmont .) S . ‘ fj 

\ / f r ' V> c 


of Mr. 






if-, ''lorancium, 



:c / 

',.■ ••> 'V* k ' ‘ ' ! - ~ v ' ' .■ : ' '* 



tc Mr. To 2s an 


3 a SA Dwight J.XDalbey, Training and Inspection 

Division CENSURE . 

(for his failure to take action on the SAC Letter on 3/24 or 
2/85/55 , as he had promised to do; for his failure to bring 
to the attention of his immediate Supervisor, E. D. Mason, the 
fact that the SAC Letter had not been acted on. ) 

/ -r &'//£*#+* 






j ' i* 

4* In8oeotor E. D.kUason, Training and Inspection 

Division \ CENSURE . 

(Has primary responsibility for the effective functioning 
of the Inspection and P lanning Section. Trai ning and Inspec t ion 



Division, to which Mrs. | J, Special Agents 

Alvin Glenwood Gilliland and Dwight J. Dalbey are assigned .) 

.J 

f*’ i- . 


K. 


J* 


*<?'■ 


1 ^ y. 

•Sj! T. D. /Rushing, Domestic Intelligence fiivis/Tfh 

^ CENSURE . 

(Tor the delay in initially handling the proposed SAC Letter 
in the Domestic Intelligence division.) T /.-Vv 


5. 



K 


■Vv 


v. 


6. Inspector 7, P. /Keay, Domestic Intelligence/ 

Division « CENSURE. 

(Proposed SAC Letter was handled in the Internal Security 
Section , which is under the general supervisi on of Keay 
and Rushing was dealing directly with Keay in this matter, 
thus skipping the Section Chief.) 

>A 


/ / 


v\ 


* 


■ ’ / * 

(/ 
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7* Rolf T , ffarbo t Training and Inspection 

Division * ..... NO ACTION 

( Dr , ffarbo was out of tom during the pertinent period ; knew 
nothing of this situation ; had a right io rely on Dason to 
assure the effective operation of the Division ,) e 

/|/ 


8, A, H,\Belmont f Domestic Intelligence" ^ / 

Diuiaion., o . . . . . CENSURE , 

('for ineffective functioning and delay %n the Domestic 
Intelligence Division ; for the incomplete explanation which 
Belmont .furnished to Dr, Boardman in his memorandum of 3/1/55 , 
endeavoring to explain the delay in this situation , in which 
memorandum Belmont points out that the proponed SAC Letter was 
received in Belmont's office on 2/ 16/55 (and there is no 
mention of the fact that the incoming document was first received 
in Belmont 'e division on 2/4/5$; Belmont concluded in his 
memorandum of 3/1/55 that the delay in handling this matter did 
not occur in the Domestic Intelligence Division t an erroneous 
conclusion in that there was delay in his division as well as 
elsewhere *) ^ 




/ 



fT 




PERMANENT BRIEFS QFUBS, \ 

GILLILAND, SA BRIGHT J, DALBEY AND SA 


SA ALVIN GLENWOOD 




CC-5a 


RECEIPT FOR GOVERNMENT PROP? Y 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIN' 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF .JUSTICE 


April I« 1955 


I certify that I have received the following Government property for official use: 

HW&l 


OPERATIONS AND PROCEDURES MANUAL ON PERSONNEL MATTERS No. S7 


§ 


AW1 3195^4,1*1 

The Government property which you hereby acknowledge 
is charged to you and you are responsible for taking 
care of it and returning it when its use has been 
completed. DO NOT MARK OR WRITE ON IT OR MULTILATE 
IT IN ANY WAY. 



elmoni; 


a 


FD-185 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


REPORT OF PERFORMANCE RATING 


Name of Employee: 


ALAN H. BELMONT 


Where Assigned: 


Payroll Tide: 


Domestic Intell i gence Division 

(Division) (Section, Unit) 

Assistant Director 


Rating Period: from ^pril 1, 1954 


t0 March 31 , 1955 


ADJECTIVE RATING 


SATISFACTORY^ 

Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 


Employee’s 

Initials 


Rated by: 


PL « 

Signature 


Associate Director 3/31/SY 

Title Date 


Reviewed by: 


Rating approved by: 




'Xsslstarvt director APR ^ 1355 


Signature 




TYPE OF REPORT 




18 APR 12 J9S# 


(X ) Official 
(x ) Annual 


5 

( ) Ad^stra^g r 
( ? ) 60- day 


( |) Transf< 2 m 8 1955 
S I T^vfcSIlGAlK 

Q/ ft 



STANDARD FORM NO. M 


m 


Memorandum • 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO « MR% BOARDMAHf r / 

o 7i 

pkom/ » A% H% BMOW 


DATS: April 22, mSfOt 


SUBJECT : 



BUREAU'S SECURITY PROGRAMS 


In Accordance with the director f s instructions 
I plan to hoU. conferences in the Detroit and Cleveland 
Offices on thi 26th and 27th of April, respectively % 

I plan to de$rt Washington on Monday evening, April 25, 
and will holdra conference in the Detroit Office on 
Tuesday, Apr 26, and a conference in the Cleveland 
Office' on Wemesday, April 27% Thereafter, I plan to 
return to Washington the evening of April 27% 


Roien CJzL 

Tamn) 

Sizoo 

Viaterrowd _ 
Tele. Room. 

Hollosun 

Gently—-. 



Mr% Boardnah ' 
Mr% Belmont 
Mr% Holloman 

Movement Section 


w 


, / MB it lc 




2 6 APR 29 1955 



* 


Copy - 146 

April 1, 1955 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 

The foll owing S pecial, Agents 1m Charge are presently on probation: 


LAST DATE OF LAST 


NAME 

OFFICE 

DATE 

INSPECTION RECHECK 

REASON 

F.E. Crosby 

Phoenix 

10-20-54 

4-1-54 


In view of all 



/ 


/ 

the delinquencies 
Tound during the 
Inspection of the 
San Juan Office 
dated 10-12-54. 

E.A* Saucy 

Albany 

12-10-54 

Continued 

11-10-54 

3-24-55 

3-8-55 

Because of weak- 
nesses reported 
as result of In- 
spection of 11- 
10-54* Continued 
3-24-55 because 
of tin number & 
seriousness of 
the weaknesses 
found during the 
recheck Inspection. 

J.A. Roche 

Buffalo 

1-24-55 1-14-55 

Continued 3-11-55 

2-26-55 

In view of the 
delinquencies 
found during the 
inspection of 1- 
14-55* Continued 
3-11-55 because 
of weaknesses 
still existing 
In office. 

F. Hallford 

Pittsburgh 

3-10-55 

12-17-53 


Because of his 

2 b APR 19 19$5 



* 

lick of thorough- 
ness in the 
Supervision of the 
Selective Service 
Act, 1948 « Con- 
scientious Objector 
investigation in- 
volving William 
Frederick Kopf . 


V ' 

V/ 




COPY - 146 

SEAT OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS (INCLUDING SECTION CHIEFS) ON PROBATION 


NAME TITLE 


DATE REASON 


L.V. Boardman 


Assistant to the 2-23-55 
Director 


Because of lack of analysis 
and foresight manifested by 
him and his subordinates in 
the Domestic Intelligence 
Division in making changes 
in investigative reports in 
which former confidential 
informant HarveyMatusow 
had furnished information. 


A. H. Belmont Assistant Director 2-23-55 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division . 


Because of lack of analysis 
and foresight Manifested by 
him in making changes in 
investigative reports in 
wfeich former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow had 
furnished information. 


V.P. Keay 


Inspector in Charge 2-23-55 
(Internal Security 
Liaison Section) - 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division . 


Because of lack of analysis 
and foresight manifested by 
him in making changes in 
investigative reports in 
which former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow had 
furnished information. 


F, J. Baumgardner Chief, Internal 2-23-55 
Security Section 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division . 


Because of lack of analysis 
and foresight manifested by 
him in making changes in 
investigative reports in 
which former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow had 
furnished information. 


Respectfully, 
J. P. Mohr 


- 2 - 



WM 



67-911.639-376 

ALAN H. BELMONT 



67 - 880-1765 
SEATTLE P.O. 


5 - 6-55 


STANDARD POVIM NO* 04 


Office Memorandum • united states government 



DATHs April SI, 1955 

A 


Toison 
Board m 



Mohr . 


SUBJECT: 


BUREAU'S SECURITY PROGRAMS 


Parsons . 
Rosen _ 
Tamm — 
Sizoo . 





h 


/ // 


Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 
Holloman — 
Gandy 




r The Director desires that Ijoisit thtifa&tonfpPPwark, 

hiladelphiatfQlevelandfjtpetroit anjlffialtimore Offices to 
discuss the Bureau's security programs with the Security Agents 
assigned to those offices • 


If it is agreeable, I will handle two of these 
offices each week for the next three weeks » It takes one day per 
office due to the travel necessary and discussions with the 
SAC and Supervisors on pending security problems in the office . 

In order that I will be away from my office only 
two days, I plan to leave Washington on Monday evening of 
each week , handling one office on Tuesday and the next on 
Wednesday, and being back in my office on Thursday morning of 
each week • 

I plan to handle Detroit and Cleveland next week ; 
Boston and Newark the following week ; and then Philadelphia 
and Baltimore • If this is agreeable , I will proceed as 
indicated . 




0 * 


| t 


rrAHOANO PORM NOW «4 


Office Memorandum • united states government 


« MR. BCAl.DMAN \ ] 


PROM » C. E, HEVthtfrCH 




CONTACT »+r. : 1 ASSISTANT DIRaCTM 'BELMuRT 


Tola on _ 
Board ma 


DATB: Apri 1 14, 1955 ^ 


Belmont 

Her bo — ~ 

Mohr 

Ptrioni 

Ronen -- 

Tamm 

Siacoo _ — — — 

f interrowd 

Tele. Room — 

Holloman 

Gandy — 


Mr* Belmont called in from San Francisco this 
afternoon and we discussed various matters pending in the 
Division. Me informed me that the conferences are going 
along well. As you know, he has held conferences in Chicago, 
Seattle and San Francisco, and on April 15, 1955, will be in 
Los Angeles. Mr* Belmont will return to Washington on 
Sunday, April 17. 


AC T I0N 


For pour information , 


m w 


tv. . 
<4i i fj. 


IfMT »; r . 

CEU:tlc * * 

CC - Mr. n!da'*'?* ' r r 


* t n- 


Vr, Vo] 1 omon 

Movement Ce r :■ : ■■ -■ 






**'*/♦£• 


1 8 MAY 12 1955 





t * 



April 8, 1955 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 



CCPI - 42 


The following Special Agents in Charge are presently on probation! 


NAME OFFICE DATE 

F. E. Crosby Phoenix 10-20-54 

// 

E. A* Soucy Albany 12-10-54 

Continued 3-24-55 


J. A. Roche Buffalo 1-24-55 

Continued 3-11-55 


F. Hall ford Pittsburgh 3-10-55 


N. H. McCabe Philadelphia 3-30-55 


C. Doyle San Juan 4-7-55 


LAST 

DATE OF LAST 

INSPECTION 

RECHECK _ 

REASON 

4-1-54 


In view of all the 
delinquencies found 



during the inspection 
of the San Juan Office 
dated 10-12-54. 

11-10-54 

3-8-55 

Because of weaknesses 
reported as result of 
inspection of 11-10-54* 
Continued 3—24—55 be- 
cause of the number and 
seriousness of the 
weaknesses found during 
the recheck inspection. 

1-14-55 

2-26-55 

In view of the delin- 
quencies found during 
the inspection of 
1-14-55* Continued 
3-11-55 because of 
weaknesses still 
existing in office. 

12-17-53 


Because of his lack of 



thoroughness in the 
supervision of the 
Selective Service Act, 
1948 - Conscientious 
Objector investigation 
involving William 
Frederick Kopf • 

3-18-55 


Because of the num- 
erous serious delin- 
quencies found during 
the inspection. 

10-12-54 

3-24-55 

In view of the weak- 
nesses found existing 
in the San Juan Office 
during the recheck 
inspection of 3-24-55* 


2 6 APR 25 1955 



COPY - 42 


MAKE 
L. V. 


A. H. 


V. P. 


F. J. 


SEAT OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS (INCLUDING SECTION CHIEFS) ON PROBATION 
TITLE ' “ " DATE * REASON 


Boardman 


Belmont 


Keay 


Baumgardner 


Assistant to the 2-23-55 
Director 


Assistant Director 2-23-55 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division . 


Inspector in Charge 2-23-55 
(Internal Security 
Liaison Section) - 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division . 


Chief, Internal 
Security Section 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division . 


2-23-55 


Because of lack of analysis and 
foresight manifested by him and 
his subordinates in the Domestic 
Intelligence Division in making 
changes in investigative reports 
in which former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow had 
furnished information. 

Because of laek of analysis and 
foresight manifested by him in 
making changes in investigative 
reports in which former confi- 
dential informant Harvey Matusow 
had furnished information. 

Because of lack of analysis and 
foresight manifested by him in 
making changes in investigative 
reports in which former confi- 
dential informant Harvey Matusow 
had furnished information. 

Because of lack of analysis and 
foresight manifested by him in 
making changes in investigative 
reports in which former confi- 
dential informant Harvey Matusow 
furnished information. 


Respectfully, 


J. P. Mohr 
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Mr, Janes J, Kelly 

Federal fyrsau of Investigation 

4h» fork J Mem Fork 


Dear Mr, Kelly: 


4 'M 


I was pleased to receive your 
letter of March 25, 1955, concern isg v 
Assistant Director fAlan M^Bsl montt S 
discussion of current problems facing 
the Bureau , 


It is certainly gratifying to 
know that Mr, Belmont's remarks were so 
well received and that the Mew Fork Office 
is determined to aid the Bureau in any 
possible way in meeting and overcoming 
the challenge these matters present. 

Sines rely yours, 

J. Edgar Hoovwr 


Tolson 

Board man _ 

Nichols 

Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons 

Rosen — 

Tamm 

Sizoo 

Winterrowd . 
Tele. Room 
Holloman __ 
Ondy 


. / LRHii . 
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Based on Let from. SAC Kelly 3/25/55 • 


. ■ s " 


— comm - PBi j _ V \ 

-i fOO* . c L * ' / /i l/ Jr/i £ \J 

— 1 z \ s '~ 4 


R i-'- 


:j 6 APR 211955 
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M*. RflSeii..^. 

Mr. Tamm. _ 

Mr. Si*r>«., 

Mr. WintcmwtL 
1 Tele. Roo m 

t %nennm — . 



Mr, Jo Edgar Hoover 
Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington 25, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Hoover ♦ 


ON A'Skr.n......^A 


- w . On behalf of the Agents and supervisory 
personnel of the New York office, I wish to express 
our ^ppffeciation for the opportunity of having heard 
Assist ant Director l~Alan H 4 Belmont"? discuss the current 
^probl^pis facing the BureautfT Mr. Belmont 1 s presentation 
*as carefully planned and clearly expounded. 

1/ % 

^ I believe his efforts have done much to bring 

homfe to %11 who heard him the gravity of our proSSkemaj . 
an^the ^solute necessity of taking appropriate^ea&hr^b 
to n>rmount them. I feel that your decision to3Hnd~Mr* 
BelM&ht to New York has enabled the Agent perso^el to ~ 
more fully realize and appreciate the diverse a$4 complex 
matters confronting the Bureau today. You may be certain 
that the- New/york office is determined to do everything 
in it^ftpowe*; t^Mist the Bureau in meeting ap$ over-r- 
coming t&e challenfee-r these matters present. jg, £ 

^ .0 ' • •j 1 - 

°if ‘ c $* Sincerely yourk, , 


4 . 


>ecial AgehV in Charge 

1 vj&is? 
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S^o-rc 
i&u rr. t 
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UNITEW5TATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTp: 

FEDERAL BU1EAD OF INVESTIGATION 


In Reply, Please Rtfer to 
Be No. 

Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C, 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


Dear Sir: 


For inclusion in the fund to be paid to the designated beneficiary of any Special Agent of 
the FBI who has previously contributed to this fund and who dies from any cause except self-destruction 
while employed as a Special Agent, I am forwarding herewith (by CHECK - MONEY ORDER) the sum of $10, pay- 
able to the Assistant Director, Administrative Division, FBI, to be included in said fund. Payment will 
be made for death by self-destruction after the Agent has been a member of the fund for a continuous period 
of two years. It is understood and agreed that the sum tendered herewith is a voluntary, gratuitous contri- 
bution to said fund which I understand is to be administered in the following manner, 

The Director of the FBI will appoint a committee which shall consider all matters pertaining to 
the acquisition, safe keeping and expending of said fund, which committee will recommend appropriate action 
to the Director in pertinent matters, The Assistant Director of the Administrative Division of the FBI 
shall receive all contributions and account for same to the Director, Upon the death of any Special Agent 
who is a member of said fund the appointed committee will consider the case and submit a recommendation to 
the Director as to its conclusions, Appropriate instructions will then be issued to the Assistant Director 
of the Administrative Division, directing him to pay to the designated beneficiary the sum of $10,000, The 
liability of the fund shall not under any circumstances exceed the amount of monies in the fund at the time 
any liability shall occur, The following person is designated as ny beneficiary for FBI Agents' Insurance Fund: 

N am e jtelfltOflt Relationshi p Dat e § 

Address_ gUl North Tucatan Street , ULSMl 

The following person is designated as ny beneficiary under the Chas. S. Ross Fund providing $1500 
death benefit to beneficiary of agents killed in the line of duty, 

Loretta J, Belmont Hfe p,t . SM/SS 


Addres s 1712 Jfortft Timian Street^ Arlington 




April 


28 , 19 SS 

SSM 3 UL 


Mr • Alan Mm Balmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Waohington, Dm Cm 


Boar Mr* Belmont t 


^ •' c j / 




X an groatlg concerned mtth the failure of the 
Demoot ic intelligent m Bivtoien to offootivoly oupervtoe 
the dffico of the Legal Attache in mxioo and the Mesioan 
Border Coverage Program*' It to Ohmiouo that you and 
enployeoo under your omgmrvt oton have all owed the Legal 
Attache 9 o Off too to operate to eutt ttoolf and have 
permitted thin impartamt program to deteriorate • I leant 
you to hnom tJkat X am higbljpJMoplonood mtth the completely 
lethargic attitude of thmffiemootto Intelligence Dtvteton in 
regard to thte matterm 



X ehall expect you am Ammtmtant Director in charge 
of the Deneetta Intelligence Divio ton. to take immediate 
etepe to insure the aggreeeive and efftete nt eupervteion of 
ouoh inportan t matton i» 


rS t 

'jfEMt hah tnjc %1 £ 
( 4 ) f 
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Very truly youro, 

j?». Edgar Hoover 

John Edgar Mo over 

Director 


Tolson 


U£bX ot ifWj K 


dwuxn (personal Attention) 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 


Mr , Mohr 


DATS: 4-20-55 


Tafeoa 

Board id* n - 
Nichols — 
Belrnoot - 


E, L, Edwards 


: i . ? r ,J 




'■n . ^tArru- 2=— 

dbjbct: MEXICAN BOWER COVERAGE y f ‘ (J/V* 

'vs; n /•' : I . * r .) i - / 1 , « * ^ w 

Jn connection with a memo /roll Mr, Belmont to Mr , Boardman \ 
4-13-55 , the Director expressed his extreme displeasure with the lack 
of aggressive supervision at the Seat of Government of the Mexican 
Border Coverage Program and the Bureau Office in Mexico dtp , The 
Director commented, "I can't too strongly stress my displeasure with 
the complete^ lethargic attitude of the Dorn, Int , Div, which obviously 
has allowed this whole program to go to seed • Just who has been in 
charge of it?" 

\ i. ^ 

re The attached me mo ' 4-18-55 from Mr, Belmont to Mr, Boardman 
pointed op that the administrative aspects of the program have been 
sups£jlise&% since its inception in the Liaison Section in connection 
with ithe Ybreign Liaison Program , Inspector V , P, Kopy was in charge 
of tfiEltai son Section until June , 1954, when SA R, R , Roach became 
Chief -of the Section , SA Wathan L , Ferris has been supervisor in charge 
of viteFemeign Liaison Desk since December, 1948 • Mr, Belmont and 
In8pw&oi5£Zeay have maintained over-all supervision of the entire 
MexiQn l&y , der Coverage Program • 

A Border Coverage Conference to speed up the program was held 
in January, 1955, and the Director instructed that the seoond Border 
Coverage Conference be held not later than June T, 1955 • The Domestic 
Intelligence Divf&ion^as now advised that the second conference has 
been tentatively fjtchedftled for May 23, 84, and 85, 1955 • 

It’d S7 

M " elnontfr memo of 4-13-55 indicated ft was not pmtiffie \ 
Qttfemmnt to esttmate with relati*b§ < bckUi*ocy thmr^atAi 
k fp Mb%Aoo and that statistics wht Ode 'b9j&d\rejtl*olP ! 
^ tym abfrt American Communists In Me xio enure not kept?* f 

The iirUtqr J§ dftmtedt&hot the Domestic Intelligenee^pUfleipp (id not i 
havor this m/wtmrtton fines the Mexico City ctffaob ’haa,peen Gloved JLs t * 
operate($s.sui9^QBielf, Tha c Bams otic InteXli&iW^ivYbion hap 
tadHfoodUuZviHpsctton with tfttlevteUaf on ‘ of' S$&tTsfT$J~f1tfst\ve to " 

all foreign offi oe ^iMukd-^be on ihsvrieted to submit 
I tvtcb etatitMYe frolatiue to American SsSrEvy JJtdif ir subject e and 
9 American iPkyA&Eu ge'd fofao ^MjdgdisIH^ flgnt ton tn u M9fa countries in 
conjunction Ijho ngulwr Womiannual accompli shmehtS^spofffs^g 

'aatMm i «■- Oh* -V . i 

(e) U' ' ‘H b f e Hr--'*- - ' 


at the Seat 


of seeurityJwMik 
co rrd |0 Anfmat 
The ftriitorJkd 


JfK3«lMn^9 « 
t£}j| Gbdemmni 
fp JR*i< 


r mhttve Yd ~ 
tfetad to submit 
AJects and 
yjjrf&wtries in 

-ifo feign 


'■'■■■foil 





0m 


off tout have boon instructed to submit immediately statistics in this 
regard as of 4-15-55, 

Mr , Belmont's memo of 4-13-55 pointed out that the Legal 
Attache tn Mexies should extend his security coverage particularly 
la the northern part of the country near the. herder, The Li rector inquired 
as to why the Domestic Intelligence Diviston had not taken action to 
effect this* the Domestic Intelligence Division now advises that a 
Accident Agency was established in 1951 in Monterrey , 150 miles south 
of 'tkf herder and two agents are assigned to this Resident Agency , 
4ri^pea#ata were subsequently made to have the Senior Resident Agent 
etMfof.with representatives of the San Antonio Office to coordinate 
activities along the border , Do 1959, a Resident Agency was established 
at ge my m a e ia the northwestern part of Mexico, This Resident Agency 
was closed when ids Consulate at Muayaas was eliminated by the State 
Pd'pmrtment and ti Resident Ageney was then established at ffuadalajara , 

4 West coast rood trip from this Resident Agency handles criminal and 
security work Up to the border area and covers Bureau subjects who 
arrive in Mexico by the west s oast highway* 

The Domestic Intelligence Division also pointed out that an 
$**A-55, the Legal Attache- Ma s instructed to transfer an informant to 
Wmve Laredo from Mehtco/lfm suitable one could be found, or to ascertain 
.tRe identity of an individual in Ruevo Laredo who would servo ao a 
Suitable informant. This matter was followed on 3-16-55 , The Legal 
' Attache has bCC» instructed to draw up concrete plans for the further 
Amtehsioh of his security cove rugs in northern Mexico , j 

Mr •Reafdnen. re commended censure for himself, Mr, Belmont, 
Inspector Isay, SAd SA Reach and censure and probation for SA Perris 
for their imoffettlve Supervision of the Mexican Border Coverage Program, 


fe'i ‘ 1* micv^cf the im^ ef 04 ere* sty* supervision afforded the 

mPthc Mexico City Rffice by the ' 
PwivaMr stic Intelligence Division, it is rsccwmpmAsdt ' 

, J ST f " ■ ■ ■■ ■ \l : ** 

l:'" $0 That SA paths* L\ferr{*, Supervisor of tho To reign 

y^^htmAsem Dcch, ps csnscTvA, fy "■■■ • 


Supervisor of tho foreign 


jii-fei'.V-,; 








w 



1. That SA M» RliBoach, Chief of the liaison Section since 
June, 1954, be censured* fy ✓ 


3* That Inspector f* P*Lleay who was in charge of the Liaison 
Section until fume, 1954, and who fmas since continued to maintain over - 
all supervision of the Mesi can Border eouerage Program be censured . 
I<f4y <sa/ r**2e 3 a}7~s C*J. ^ 

- > _ / 




U That Inspector F. PjLleay i 
til fume, 1954, and who fmas si i 
sion of the Mesi can Border Go\ 


/ 


4 W'u*a 


4, That Mr.lBelment be censured for his failure to see to it 
program was aggressively supervised by the Domestic Intellige 


''V r * 

*> 


that this program was « 
Division « &4T4Mt>A( ?~ 


gressively supervised by the Domesti o Intelligence 
DA/ P/teB/m* A/. 

s 


L /.j * ** 

5* That Mr*hMeardaam be censured for his failure to insure 
that tfe« Dene stic Intelligence Division was aggressively supervising 
the Mexican Border Coverage Program* JS H OV P£o3>4v7DA/. 
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FBI AUTOMATIC DECLASSIFICATION GUIDE 
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WBjacr: SPECIAL AGENT NATHAN L, FERRIS 

Supervisor in Charge 
FOREIGN LIAISON UNIT, 

Liaison Seotion , 

. Domestic Intelligence Division 
GS-14, $9600 s? 

LA- A-u 


'6>C 


yC.. i 




f*r**r,„ 

Sizo© 

Wt-Rjjtt*'. 

twfcwnO, 


With reference to~~the ITila yCTST ~%K’e submission of 
of the ejjyctiv&ms of the work of Supervisor Ferris t the 
commented , U I asked for this at least a week ago* Why 
it has taken so long P" 


an analysis 

Director 


I received a memorandum dated 5/5/55, authored by Sf$t i on . ;j 
Chief Roach, which purported to be an analysts of Ferris ' -work * v| 

In my opinion the analysis was inadequate, because it was merely I 
an approval of the effectiveness of his work and did not reflect 
that an actual analytical review of his performance had biEn made, A 
I discussed this- inadequacy with Belmont on 5/5/55 and returned ilr 
with specific ‘instructions that his work actually be reviewed, 

I neVt received a memorandum dated 5/9/55, prepared by 
Inspector Leay^ which reflected the results of an examination 
of the files a%d projects handled by Ferris. It was Keay's 
conclusion'&hat Ferris should remain on this desk for a 60-day 
probationary period, at the end of which time a reanalysis 
should be made of his work to see whether he had exhibited 2 t&e 
aggressiveness needed to make the Ifexican Border Coverage^'Program 
effective • On the basis of the information availpbrjhs I felt 

Ferris should be removed, apd reoue^ted further Cons id$e&Poh by 

'"""f 

I received the atthcHaRBnWlir&'mdum dated Belmont 

wMch recommended the tM»yyoift 9 / /r o» the n Fgr^g ^ n ' £ i'a 

desk and his transfer ™o 'she '*£’sp >9npP«( ‘iSec^tit h’J s recommenaa- 7 $ 

tfpn did not make sense to me because, if it was coneluded that 
he \,should be removed from the Foreign Liaison des)ffiUH£jwfcfi%<&i’ 
logical to have hia^f unction as a supervisor inj spibna a Wi >?? 

1 Section,,.. I asked Velwsonff EkfRhqK he or t A ay /had, interviewed 
.Ferris a&tf pinpointed to FerriA e iii8 8hor tcominqs., which caus ed f . *> ^53 


Terris pinpointed, to Ferriitftis 8hor tcomings', iph/Loh caused fL< 
the recommendation fd^brenoiffyL,. Ferris had ne.1tffe(td' l !& i£ inter&4j$Sbed 

sjiii * 

r ^ , (/> . Hi- ' w. -JU J » ^ / D 1 . 
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I I h*d a very /rank d* epee* ton with Ferrte, from approximately 
7t30 until 10t30 p»*o, 5/19/55. Several point* worm developed 
during tftl# which are briefly e unmar is od hereinafter • 

Approximately 6 men the after the Mexican Border Coverage b/D 
Prog rax woe instituted, Ferrte beoame supervisor of the Foreign 
Liaison desk , one of the duties of which ms this program • Ferris 
points out that the Mexican Border Coverage Program woe instituted 
with a high degree of seoreoy beoause of look of FBI jurisdiction 
foo develop informant o overage in Mexico , this being within the X / 

P - 1 

Initially , only one agent per border office was asetgned 
to this program • In 1949 the San Diego Offtoe was authorised 
to assign one additionahagent , and in 1951 additional agents 
were authorised for assignment in the San Antonio Offtoe because 
of the length of the Mexican border and the obvious need for 
greater o overage* 

Ferris admits look of foresight and planning in not 
reoommendtng removal of some of the seoreoy "wraps " from this 
program to permit rectifying admitted insufficiency of coverage . 

I an compelled to oonolude , after discussion with Ferris, that 
this blame should also be borne by Keay and Belmont. 

Upon questioning Ferris as to whether he recognised the 
inadequacy of the coverage and wads any effort to correct these 
inadequacies, Ferris pointed out that he had written numerous 
letters to the field pointing out their inadequacies. I told 
Ferris this was obviously ineffective paper supervision, and 
inquired whether he had ever recommended any administrative 
action beoause of these shortcomings. He stated he had not. 

He pointed out, however, that each time a border office SAC 
cans to the seat of government for conference, he prepared a 
memorandum fot Belmont, pointing out the inadequacies and making 
recommendations for improvement of the coverage. He stated these 
were informal memoranda for Belmont 's use. I asked whether he 
had any tickler copies and he stated most of them had been 
destroyed, but did eah ibit ticklers of four suoh memoranda 
still in his possess ion. 

I reviewed these tioklere end find that one prepared by 
Ferris in March 1954 for Belmont's use in conferring with 
SAC G. B. Norris , contains such statements as M It appears 
that the SAC has paid relatively little attention to this 
project up until the very recent past. n The memorandum, after 
pointing out that the August semiannual report of developments 

m 2 «• 


# 

in this projeot, dus August 1953, wo* not submitted until Deo amber 
1953, further tndtooted that the loot of adequate attention woe 
further borne out by the foot that the Phoenix Office bad only 
one informant utilised In connection with this program and that 
this informant was of very limited value • Ferris then has the 
statement, " This is considered to be a very unimpressive showing, 

I particularly considering the fact that two agents are authorised 
to work on this project • " s 'errie continues in his memorandum for 
two pages to point out the inadequacies and that Phoenix should be 
instructed to take immediate effective steps • Certainly in this 
memorandum Fsrris clearly pointed out to Belmont the inadequ aciee 
of the program in so far as the Phoenix Office was concerned* 
dU L < A » ci-o a— ft*— ^ j — 

I In an informal memorandum for Belmont dated 5/21/ 5 ? . 

to be used by Belmont in conferring with SAC U. P. ChilFs of 
San Antonio, Ferris in three pagee points out weaknesses in the 
coverage maintained bu San Antonio, including lack of informants . 

Ferris, in an undated memorandum for Belmont's use in a 
discussion with SAC Galen Willis of San Diego, observes that 
San Diego has been making very good progress, and makes certain 
observations to insure that San Diego will further increase its 
efforts. 

In another similar memorandum for Belmont's use in confsrri ng 
with SAC C • W. Brown of El Paso (undated, but prepared Ferris 
believes in 1954), Ferris points out generally the improper approach 
being taken by the El Paso Office in securing coverage and gives 
observations as to the proper approach to be made. 

cL*^U f di-Ci 3 

I asked Ferris many questions concerning this program and 
gained the distinct impress ion that Ferris appears to be very 
conversant with the s ituati on, is possessed of considerable 
enthusiasm concerning the program, but has not obviously translated 
that enthusiasm into aggressive action. However, as indicated 
in the afore-mentioned memoranda cited, he c ertainly pointed pfjt^ 
to his superi ors a owe of the shortcomings of the pro gram . 

Ferris did not seek to excuse his lack of aggressiveness , 
nor did he seek to shift the blame to Belmont and Keay • He was 
very forthright in his answers to some very frank questions I posed 
to him. I was f n raed to the concl u si o n th a t_ if _7 re re to r e co m mend 
Ferr i s ' immediate removal from . sup §rvT spry /dutj es) I . wo ui d i n~ effect 
be ma kin g him tKe "goat" in the s itua tio n. 
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Fmrrte Worms me that if the DirewtW decides that be 
shot tld be permitted te r««wfi» e* tbs 4*#*, ha will aggressively 
Insist that the barter offices ted the off toe of the loyal 
At too ho in Moated City perform of 'festively, and ho will recommend 
appropriate administrative motion for any deficiencies noted, 

I have eomo doubte a* to whether Forrie can suddenly aoguire 
ad aggressive neee not previously demenetrated by him stnoe he took 
over 'this desk tn December 1948 • However , f da feel that the laok 
reeeiveneee in this entire arooram is not eh 


oQoh, Fean, Belmon t and myself, , 


Belmont, tn his attached memorandum dated h/^^55, potato 
out that Ferris' duties on the Foreign liaison Bowk, tn addition 
to handling the Border Coverage Program, o one is i vf supervision 
of the off toes of the legal Attaches fw Mexioo City, Havanq 
and £io de Janeiro, administratively , and Belmont \noi nte out that 
the investigative oases in these countries are handled by sub- 
stantive supervisors. He also has duties involving all offices 
abroad, such as war plans, procedural matters common to all 
offices, home leave, security and effectiveness of epnmunicatione 
and inquiries from other parts of Pie Bureau, Belmont points 
out that the volume of the work on this desk is extremely heavy * 
Belmont observes that the quality and effectiveness \f the work 
of Ferris, for an extended period, on an over-all bailie, seems 
good, with the exception of his handlina of the Border Coverage 
Prosro*. ft.fc.WoAU R. Vie,: \ 

ssaowamjaiotf 1 

It is recommended that Ferris remain on the Foreign Liaison 
Desk for a period of 60 days, after whioh time his work is to be 
reassessed, with the view to determining whether he haA afforded 
his work the aggressive attention essential to insure success of 
the Mexican Border Coverage Program, \ 

uu~&-osr 


to all 

onmunic ati o ns , 

S t points 
mely heavy, 
f the work 
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MEIICAf BORDER CpfpRAGE 

/) ; r t- / 4. A i ^ ‘ 1 1 f ■- ~ iy / ■ ’ ' 

Ref trine* is made to my memorandum dated April 13, 1955 • 


Rosen — 

Tamm — 

Sizoo — 

f iotectowd _ 
Tele. Room . 
HsIUofta __ 
Hmmdy 


In aecordanoe with the Director's instructions that the 
second border coverage conference be held not later than June 1 , 1955, 
instructions have been sent to the field advising that the conference 
has been tentatively scheduled for May 23, 24 and 25, 1955 , The border 
offices and the Legal Attache's office have been instructed to submit 
their suggestions for the agenda for that conference and the agenda will 
be drafted as soon as those replies are received • 

In connection with the submission of statistics relative to 
security subjects, all foreign offices have been instructed to submit 
such statistics relative to American Security Index subjects and American 
Espionage subjects under investigation in their countries in-xfi on junction 
with the regular semiannual accomplishments reports , In orcffcr that we 
may have on hand immediately an up-toUdate set of such figures erning 
security investigations ih our foreign offiees, those offices f&be been 
instructed to send in at once those statistics as of April 1t5, • 


The Director inquired as to why the Domestic Ihte^t$ffce 
Division has not taken action to effect extension of the' Legal attache *s 
security coverage ik the northern part of Mexico, The Beefment ‘Agency / 7 
in Monterrey, was opsjxed to extend our coverage in northern uexi & *in 2952. 
Montermsy is the largest city in that part of Mexico, we, have epnsider- 

f ie wefrk there and a consulate exists which serges as or cover l for our , 
entSjaPl though it is 150 miles south of the bordeti b MeZnow have' 4 a)o* ‘ f ' r 
ents assigned to Monterrey • Arrangements were su b eegw S TVtTy ~ md&e~for "" 
the Sd&tor Resident Agent at Monterrey to confer periodically with the 
&C at^San Antonio and with San Antonio Agents handling investigations 
O&ong j&ie border in order that there can be coordination between the 
Aecurtty investigations handled in the northern part of Mexico out of 
the Jfbittorrey Resident Agency and those of the border coverage Agents 
in th&^San Antonio Division , In 1952 a resident agency was also opened 
at Guaymas, If exicoj to handle coverage part sf tfiS 

country , That resident agency sms closed when the Consulates at Guaymds 
was eliminated by the State Department and^^trity-'tfeerefop^, established 
d resident agency at Guadalajara out of which the west coast road trip 
territory is handled cover criminal and security wank up to the 

Us) ' 


2 - Mr, BoardkCn- 
1 - Mr, $elMQnt 
1 - Mr, Ferrie 
1 - see 
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border area and to cover the Bureau subjects who arrive in Mexico 
by the west coast highway • 

On February 8, 1955 , the Legal Attache was instructed to 
transfer an informant to Nuevo Laredo from Mexico City if a suitable 
one could be found , or to ascertain from available informants in 
Mexico City the identity of an individual in Nuevo Laredo who would 
serve as a suitable informant • The Legal Attache was again followed on 
this matter on March 16, 1955 • The Legal Attaohe has likewise been 
instructed to draw up concrete plans for the further extension of his 
[U) security coverage in northern Mexico • 


Mexico City is the focal point for security investigations 
in Mexico, as the headquarters of the Communist Party of Mexico/%nd the 
Soviet Embassy are locqted there • We have built up our cove rage in 
Mexico City over a period of several years and last fall the Legal Attache 
y was authorised to begin an intensified coverage of Soviet activities sj,n^ 
Mexico Cityfl This coverage relates not only directly to subversive 
activities Tn Mexico City but since Mexico City is the center of Communist 
Wgjid SovieiQactivities it is closely related to security investigations 
( along the fcorder# 


The question of security coverage by the Legal Attache’s office 
in the northern part of Mexico was included on the agenda of the border 
coverage conference held at El Paso in January, 1955 , and it is being 
placed on the agenda of the May, 1955, conference and it will be given 
primary consideration by that conference • 


The Director inquired as 
border coverage program , In answer 
to advise Shat the program has been 
Division . The administrative a3pec 
the Liaison Section, and have been 
with the Foreign Liaison program , 
of the Liaison Section until June, 
Chief of the Section, SA Nathan L, 
charge of the Foreign Liaison Desk • 
maintain over-all sypervisi on of th. 


to who has been in charge of the 
to the Director 's question, this is 
handled in the Domestic Intelligence 
ts of the program are supervised in 
since its inception, in connection 
Inspector V, P, Keay was in charge 
1954, when SA R . R, Roach became 
Ferris has been the supervisor in 
* I and Inspector Keay continue to 
e entire program • 


uSince December, 1948 • 


- \ vi' . V 

\ \ * £U- . 

4/19/55 - I recommend censure and probati on for SA,\Ferris, 
and censure for Roach , Keay , Belmont and Boardman, for their 
ineffective supervision of the Mexican Border Coverage Program • 

(i LVB 

: V , < yfr 
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f 

/ 



May 16, 1955 

MRMOXAKDBM FOfc MX. TOLSQff 

MX. BOAXDMAB 
MX. BJSLMQST 

^Me.r.c^r^.vr.vrSSSSS' 


Mi regard te (M kRMM mnmru^nw of May 13, 1955, 
from Mr. Belmont to Mr. Beardmaa, esaceraeng Ibo haariling of the Border 
Cover ogo Program, it ie fdit obvious Aon Mr. Belmont*# memorandum 
that there hat hooa toe much lift to aaeemyttea and too little uil«4 down a* 
specifics. 

if regard# Itep^vjGw^srris, it ie obvious that he ha# 
oof mea eared op to the responsibilities assigned him, hat he certainly should 
aot be made the M gent!* dm these above him with equal if net greater respon- 
sibility, namely. Me si Hi. ^each,|(jReAy , )Be«ni*at, hnd^oardmea, completely 
ignored tbeir responsibilities. 

Letters of censure, if not already seat, sheuld be 
addressed to Messrs. Ferris, Beach, Kaay, Belmont, and Beardmaa, as 
te the gross mishandling of the Mexican Border Coverage Program . 

X is my desire that henceforth such conferences, as Mr. 
Belmont etates he has held with various Special Ageate in Charge, he reduced 
te writing and be confirmed by written instructions te the Special Agent ia 
Charge where it is necessary. Ae As situation exists new, the Inspectors, 
who ere inspecting the herder offices looking into the Border Coverage 
Program, Bad little er no evidence ef instructions er proper fellow -up from 
Washington sand there is no record here that each iaatraetiea# ware orally 
issued to the respective Special Agents in Charge when they were here for 
conferences. . ~ 7 ~ 777*” — r 

^ ^ S' > [ 

— As regards Supervisor rciOisfncWatiAmed af sigament to 

-the Foreign Liaison Desk for e period ef 40 dsfjre^JLwiil agree /to this butj 
in the meantime 1 want (ha inspection Division te immediately make a check 
of what he has done in the past ia supervising fereij^a Uaisof^work teeaape I 


25 1955 


EUtfiMiittli 


lioateraadnm £*r Mil V», 7*t«o*, lefcrdnMK* 

Sobered, Sttcfcola, Harb», |f*fcr 


■' ' ' 

May 16 , !*§• •■ 


«» IrMdt la admit fttt I am concerned ftl he handle d dwt project in the earae 
indMferent moaner at ha handled the Bordak Coverage Propruo. Bara 
again* SHpervieee Ferri* may not ri aat be to litem a if the foreign Uaieaa 
awt ha a been impr ope rl y hnsfied becOeee fte other above Um to 

the Domestic brtelil|9oce' Oivieicn »tr he oacntpebie is this respect as 
.they **** th#* %0m8bqg tfde Border ftovostoga - 

Vary indy yours, 


/ ^A/' £ ^ , 

John |%» Hoover 
Director 
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sct : SUPERVISION OP 

by sa Nathan i. 
] ofac i X^ 4c u /- 

Back around of $ 


■nhmm ' 

%EI&N LIAISON DESK 
ERRIS i si -. m , 




and Duties : 


b&tmifrM 


Entered on duty 11/3/30} appcrfnted Special Agenif^' 
(Limited) 10/ 15/ hi}' appointed Special Agent 1/16/liS and <3safj^i# S^l 
Domestic Intelligence Division ; subsequently assigned t c 
City ; Santiago, Chile; Mexico, and Domestic Intelligence 
Currently in charge of foreign Liaison supervision and has. ,<mer 
other Age (it subordinate to him . GS-ltj.j nonvetejfyn. Placed on ; S|t 
probatiof%jz.li./23/55 J' or ineffective supervision of Communist ^ 

informant coverage along the Mexican border, £jil«.?hqm Perris ’;1 
is irons iffe red as one cf the most -experienced Sti^fapl/tiyees in j 

forekgn liaison operations; adept at handling- ifjj^icgrfe and' ;.-Y3 

troubles problems ; recommended for further- administrative •Y^f 

advancement ( 3/ 31/55) • Censured 3/22/55 fot inabcuxqcy in a 
memoxandtf&fi commended 12/9/ 5b for hand} in . "visit oJL'iiexican 
Attorney general to Washington; commended 3/31/5U T or handling 'SjH 
visit of mtban official. Numerous statements on file tha fcJP * rr 
is a valuable man on h is present ass igrment. Inspector/ s : 'analysis 4 ja 
shorn Ferris ..to be singularly gual ified for foreign liaison^' . . 
supervision &y virtue of nasi experience# knowledge -and tem^ramenwt 


Personal duties 
Mexico City (lb AgenTTJ~T. 


stenos); Rio ae Janeiro ( 1 Agent , 1 sien 
Agent assigned to foreign liaipir^ 7 wo^l^}i 


Agent, 1 steno 


r of: supvrvis^hg 

favana (pAgentp, 2 


supervises* one other •' 
fiiSlef; fore i gn name 


and investigations for police and intelligence agencies; • liatstw 
f cr ei&!fy polity and intelligence authorities; foreign vieritors •*.. A? 
at SOG; '<tp ordination by examining all o 

frm -legal Ottymphes, r /'^r^sUNJ : 0»y yAfi 

?, , M ' 7 ) 

'G his o / Hi Of MextcoJJ/At% .aSji'-Sdm aN m f, v 

Ferris act% 7 ,%s a geneZ&ljCodrdimtpjif in ‘tha&.'inpestigative ..OQ8A0* 

loro S%perviA¥di,by substantive MuperkVs one: personnel natters 


are $%pervid¥&i,,by substantive ^pperkVs one ; personnel matters 
ard % Supervised‘by Administra tiv&’DIv isi o>nj supplies ar\d^ina&t 
are supervised by Administrative* Ymvtsidn. Generally WjradNing 


nances' 




Mr*., B oa rdman 


KA v V V * 


■**£»'-* 'T***~4*** 


rw • „ 





1m% fe.prt(£?f|EBi|e is that Ferris keeps generally informed of act i oitihMM 
in each of the offices but the primary supervisory respons ib il tiifflm 
rests with other divisions at the SOG as to each phase of activitit^ 
except: Ferris personally supervises Communist coverage along thti§§ 

Mexican border; authorises the use of informants in the three 
offices; confers with foreign liaison Agentw when at SOG; handles 
inquiries from other parts of the Bureau about liaison operations; 
prepares budget and, annual report material; War Plans of all *5 

offices; heme leave regulations; special allowances and legislative :ii 
benefits to employees abroad; security and effectiveness of i 

communications channels with foreign offices • Ferris is responsi - -5 
bit for providing training to new employees going on foreign 
assignment and making appropriate arrangements such os passports , f 
inoculations and shipment of effects • He handles field relations t 
with other agencies whenever they relate to foreign matters • 5: 

/' 

Ferris’ overtime during the past six months averaged 
3 hours , 55 minutes da uy. 


Weaknesses of FejfriSj Fast arid Present : 


1. Daily Bureau records s 
Ferris, as supervisor in charge of f 
demanded prompt ZlRSJEffl. 1 

forTian ossignjTettfr. Some renjXjjments 


a laoss of a year : since Ju 
handled properly, Assistan 
does not cons ider the laps e 
advances as reflecting upon 
but rather that an erroneoti 
Jans. l QC >h. as the 'Bureau *s 

j "jloere subsequently c 

and. current inquiry . 


since June , 195k * 
Assistant Directo 
he laps e of time 
Tn g up o n "t ne ■ g u ~a X 
e rro ne o us poll cil 


itchingi 
Tected l 


how that until June, 1954* 
o reign liaison, had not 

cjKA'igga . tiL sml ~Jm 

had not bejrn ma d e even after 
these accounts Ha ve~b“ee n 
r, Felmont . notes that he 
in repayment o/ fund 
TEjT of su perinston by Ferris. 
Had been followed prior to . 
hanged at this rime.' 


iccordinc to Bureau records i 


3 • The Le 
1955 was Martin Carl 
ineffective ope ratio 
Inspector B . C • Brow 
lO/jS/jik Tfppmpended 
summaries iohicii had 
Aio previously refle 
recognised inadequac 
Bio office’s attenti 
. re^jfnsible /or the 
t i*** he isos supsrpi 
offices j and it appe 


gal Attache at Bio de Janeiro from l y ^0 - 
sen; replaced in April, 1955* because of 
ns. An inspection was made at Mio by 
n and a summary of his findings submitted 
rfflacement^ of CarfASJ^ SjjjzMSLPJiba. ' \ 

Z>een -submitted bjj the L goa l attache at 
cted ineffective operations. Fe rria 
TesofBio Tegot and same called to 
on 9 / 20/54 • Although FajxIA HiSA not 
supervision of tjve Riooffi£A AlftiMLti* 

3 or in charge of all the foreign liaison 
arsthat hcshouid nave recognised the 


recoqnisea 








JUi T . 









f e./’iciencies aoone 
lirtno _295<f the lii 
and had primary re 



Charge 


>rlaarj 

domes' 


oner^ Assistant Director Belmon t^oints_out that 
ji& QffiM toas sup ervised Jul -& Q 
r£ASSIiXl^Jdj^iii UBSUiL Ferris, the Supervisor in 
Tc Intelligence Division Tubmitted a memorandum 
ending the removalLof Carls en as Legal Attqghe 


10/27/5 

4 reci 

mmeridina the removal f 

,9.f Carls en as Le 


nJP 




4. I n sTec ^TofT ~bj* JfexTca UiTy Office’, ~ May 1955, "Pefle 
delinquencies over an 8-month period con sidered prior to May 
1955, had ranged from a high of 44% in December 1954 to a low 
of 33% in January 1955 , Terris followed up the administrative 
report of February by letter instructing efforts 3hould be made 
to reduce the delinquencies . This was by letter 4/26/55 . 
Assistant Director Belmont Point s out although the lei ingu encj / 
figures would be c ons idered hi oh fordone st iC offi ce s , they are 


ft - ^ 

e fleets 


administrative 
3 hould be made 


figures 
not con} 
foreign 


unneces 
rust coj 


tarii y hi; 
usr leads 


forTTgh office 
info mantis. 


5, l nadegu£c±es i n coverage Alone the' 
for which FerrTs TTpersu/naT^ /iaye\j 

adjudicated by the Bureau and Ferris was censure 1 
nrobati on. 


fTiae as 

ll. M 

Ijexigan 
een orev 


com bordej 
previously 
olaced on 


6, Detailed analysis of work of Ferns including 
review of ?2 cases (2d name checks and 43 police cooperation 
or investigative natters) during current inspection revealed 
I no... delinquencies or deices . Analysis of other- phases of super - 
ui s t on “of ^err i J! JJ sft oJs m at t e rs well handled. 


Perp[ormarrce of Rio de^Oneiro, Havana, Mexico C i tj /. which offices 
are .Supervised by Fenpjs : 

Statistical Accomplishments for Rio , Havana 

and Mexico City for the Last Six Months of 1954 j 

Rec QJJsries Fug iti ves ]$/ 

Autos Money folue Located Delinquency(4/30/55 )$ U 

P.io 0 0 0 £2±3&i 

Havana 1 $ 1,200 3 ~35,11 

Hex, City 34 $68,520 81 §lx2£ 

t . Inspector detected no delinquenci es in performance or 
supervision of Rio, Havana, or Mexico City attributable to Ferris, 



Gonc2u$iQns as to f^rfomance of Supervisor Ferris : 

■ ' 

■ e ■ ■ 

Delinquencies mentioned hereinbefore have been previously 
known -toi the Bureau ; no new ones developed during current inquiry, ■ 
Inspector evaluated all phases of work of Ferris and found that ?*-; 
Ferris is singularly qualified for his present assignment shows 
enthusiasm , excellent working knowledge of liaison operations ; 

1 appears to be competent . Ferris assures more vigorous supervision ' 
and attention to details in future to eliminate recurrence of type 
of weaknesses which have • occurred earlier • As to the weaknesses i 
of Ferris regarding border coverage , Insp ector holds Section 
' Chie f Roach . Division #2 Han Je ay , Assistant Director Belmont and 
Xss istant to vae Di rector Boardman jointly responsible uilTh 
Terris : Roach. Keav and Belmont were 'aware r ~oJ r hhe ;;; e a kn e"s s7 s but 
did not take the necessary steps to have bh em correc ted wi M,' 
regard to ..Border Coverage . Deficiencies on the part of these 
1 superiors of Ferris have already been adf udicated, 

C £ \ h ■ 1 A ti \ (■' i ' 

ri /*i i n at* A m t \ r . r \ 1 "\ 1 ' ’ ' ' > ' ~ 


{ECOhOfENDATION: 


f V 

'IS IS CVJ 


\ 2. Ferris is ciirrent'ly on probation and the Director 

has\authorised continuation of Ferris on the Foreign Liaison / 
DesKfor a period of 60 days pending a check as to other phase's 
of Ferris* work • It is recommended that Ferris be continued 
on f ore igK liaison duties . i > 


JL*jp 



<yK, v^-olr 


QjkjL*C^&r 0—T*— r 


Ur-~erV~i%- 











u 


v 'V£‘$ ; c ’ 7 K ’■ v$3?w» 



Terri* SOD 11/3/30 / appointed Special Agent (L) 10/15/41 / 
Special Agent 1/16/43 ; supervisor Since 1945 • if* <• GS-14, non- 
veteran* Superiors have described him as conscientious , has 
depth in handling intricate and troublesome problems t is one 
of the most experienced Seat of Government employees on foreign 
liaison operations and recesmended for further administrative , 
advancement (3/31/55)* 

Statistics 

He supervises three offices , Rio de Janeiro, Mexico 
City and Havana . Accomplishments for those offices for the last 
six months of 1954 are as followst 


Recoveries 1 

Auto 8 Money Value Located 

Rio 0 0 0 

Havana 1 $ 1,200 3 

Mex • City 34 $66,520 81 


Del inquency( 4-30-55) 
42.66 % 

35.11 

39*75 


Inspector detected no delinquencies in performance 
or supervision of Rio, Havana, or Mexico City attributable 
to Ferris* 

StatistXcs show very productive results for the 
first six months of the fiscal year in all foreign liaison 
offices, 131 fugitives located, recoveries totaling $ 153,312 * 
Statistics are made primarily in Mexico City Office which 
has functioned effectively in locating important fugitives , 
including ffus Hall, and a Smith Act subject for the San Juan 
Office * 

Name checks and foreign police inquiries handled 
by the Foreign Liaison Unit amount to an average of 250 per 
month • 


tiai son Desk Supervision 


(See next page) 








He has been on the Foreign Liaison Desk since 12/15/kB, He 
has • been Supervisor in Charge of th% Foreign Liaison Desk 3ince 
September , 1951* 


Seventy •two cases were reruiewFct 5|f“<A^In»pector which 
had been handled personally bg Ferris , These J2 divided as follows : 
29 name checks, u3 individual cases - police cooperation and 
investigations , Accuracy of information reviewed in 1J cases , Mf- 
delinquencies notea concerning handling of 72 cases. No instances 
of delay noted , 

1, Until June, 195kt Ferris had not demanded prompt repayment 
of advances of funds to employees on foreign assignment. Prior to 
that time advances in some instances were not repaid for over one 
year after they were granted. In June, 195k* five employees were 
delinquent in fund-advance repayments. One from Legat in Paris, 

Four from Mexico City office. One employee in Mexico City office, 
William T, Moore, Clerk, received advance in January on transfer 

to office and requested return to states and resigned. Advance 
account settled in Sept,, 195k* 

Since June, 195kj 6-month rule in effect for repayment of fund 
advances by Foreign Liaison offices, Ferris ha3 followed this 
matter closely since June, Do employees new in Foreign Liaison 
delinquent in repayment of advances , Since June 3 Assistant Director 
Belmont states he does not consider this as a reflection on loose 
supervision by Ferris but that it reflects before June , I95dj an 
erroneous policy had been followed. Bureau's policy as to the b7D 
6 -month rule was clarified at that time, 

2, Ferri s was ensured in 1950 for weakness in p rocedure - 

in dispatching J | Thes e K c/ 

memoranda had beenHieJa for three weeks - , 

5, The Legat from 195° until I$?55 a t Rio de Janeiro was ' ' 

Martin Carlsen, He was replaced in April, 1955t because of 
ineffectiveness. .A review by the Inspector of t he 6-month 
summary report of accomplishments from the Rio de Janeiro 
°ffi ce reflected that the delinquency of cases had increased, 
investigative coverage was insufficient , and the summary named 
individuals who were contacts of the Legat but the summary 
did not reflect any result of these contacts. Although Ferris 
was not 'personally supervising Rio during 195k > he was Super- 
visor in Charge of the unit and should have recognisea the 
incomplete 6-mo nths [ summaries which had been furnished by tne b6 
Rio office, SA I I was immediately responsible 

for supervising Rio and the incomplete summary of 7 /I/ 5 I 1 «W3 
called to Rio Legat 's attention 9/20/5k* Inspector B, C, Brown 
made an inspection of the Rio office and in his summary 
1 0/2d/5k recommended Carlsen be replaced, A memorandum from 
Domestic Intelli gence Division 10/27/ 5kt made a recommendation 
to replace Carlsen, ^ " 






4, Inspection of Mexico City, May, 1955, reflects office (6 nos,) 
delinquencies range fron high of 44% to lorn of 33% in January, 

The only follow-up of the general delinquencies from the Bureau 
(The Foreign Liaison desk) relates to the February delinquency 
report which was dated 4/26/55 . Assistant Director Belmont states 
he does not consider present delinquency figures in Mexico City 
as unnecessarily high as work must be done through informants 
and office cannot be gauged by domestic delinquency figures, 

Rao^J^ibilAtiea of Superiors : 

Inspector asked Ferris if his superiors had ever pointed 
out to him that any of the programs handled on the Foreign Liaison 
Desk were improperly handled or receiving inadequate attention, 

Ferris stated he had discussed procedures to improve programs handled 
on the Foreign Liaison Desk but no particular program had been 
pointed out a s being inadequate. He said his superiors had pointed 
out inadequacies concerning the informant coverage along the Mexican 
border, 

Me3sr3, Roach, Keay and Belmont were asked by the 
Inspector if they considered Ferris had inadequately handled duties 
assigned the Foreign Liaison Desk, Keay and Belmont stated that they 
had not considered Ferris derelict in his supervisory duties and 
responsi bilities. Both pointed out they would have noted such 
deficiencies in his personnel ratings if they had c onsidered his 
work unsatisfactory. Section Chief Roach stated he considered 
Ferris to have been competent and aggressive as a supervis or in all 
types of the Foreign Liaison Desk's operations with the exception 
of the Border Coverage program. Each of Ferris' superi ors stated 
they shared the t responsibility for inadequacie s cone erning the 
Border Coverage program, 

R£spoj^ibili_ti^ of Ferri_s : 

Responsibilities of Ferris were outlined in a memo 
Belmont to Boardman 5/9/55 as follows: 


n Leaal Attache Office. Supervision of - 

"Mexico cTty(T4 TgeiitT, Tl~Steno- clerks ), Havana (3 Agents, 
2 Stenos) and Rio de Janeiro (1 Agent , 1 Steoo), 

.Admin istrafrtue Matters 

Expense accounts (Personal and Office), Office rental 
arrangements and general expenses, supplies and equipment - cor- 
respondence and arrangements to obtain/ follow through to make sure 
properly shipped if sent from U,S, ( including automobiles , etc,), 
miscellaneous problems arising in administration of foreign policy. 





Productivity and Justification 


Follow productivity of offices through monthly 
administrative reports and other devices used for domestic field 
as well as through semiannual reports . Also reviews incoming mail 
from all offices for productivity and for potential problems of 
an administrative nature er ones that affect the functioning of 
our operations abroad • Preparation of justification nemos as 
needed . 


Personnel 


Submission of recommendations for Administrative 
division b consideration re personnel for foreign offices and 
qualifications needed employees • 

Training and preparation of new personnel selected for 
foreign assignment including arrangement s for passports, 
inoculations, shipment of belongings, etc. 

Office personnel matters ( replacements for persons on 
leave, .etc,) b2 


Inform a nts 



Maintenance of informant card file 

* 

Relations with Other Agencies Abroad 


Handling field relations with other agencies and natters 
arising involving relations with the E m bassy and with 
foreign police and intelligence agencies • 

Mail 


Review all outgoing mail from other Sections of Bureai 
for policy and procedures for transmittal to foreign offices • 


- e - 






>rai Jo rg>a» X»oi<»a jfottgr# \. . 

Handle matters pertaining to all offices • 

I. yar plana for all offices , 

2* General Administrative and procedural matters common 
to all offices , 

5. Home leave regulations , 

4. Special allowances and benefits under legislation re 
employees abroad , 

5. Security and effectiveness of channels of communication 
with foreign offices , 

6, Handle inquiries from other parts of Bureau re 
facilities and channels available through Liaison 
offices and information on established policies and 
procedures (necessary as many Supervisors handle 
foreign leads only occasionally and so call Foreign 
Liaison Desk for information ), 

7, Preparation of budget and annual report material , 


Projecta 

Communist Coverage Along the Mexican Border ( General 
administration ) 

Authorisation for use of informants 

Review of six months' progress report (now 30-day reports) 
Conferences with Agents and SAC's when at 30G for 
In-Service and conferences , 

Preparation of rough draft memos for use of officials 

in discussing program with SAC's , 

* 

Duties as Supervisor in Charge 


Monthly delinquency check 
Monthly unit check ( property , etc,) 

Periodic destruction of ticklers 

General supervision clerical personnel (2 clerks)" 

Foreign Liaison Desk duties are primarily those of 
coordination. Substantive case supervision respons ib ilitie s which 
would reflect the results of production and value of informants 
in individual matters are handled by the substantive supervisors 
in Divisions 5 and 6, ;S 






Hereinafter is a chart prepared, from, a review of the 
abstracts of all outgoing communications to the Foreign liaison 
offices for the four-month period, - January to May f 1955 . 
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(see chart on next page ) 
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Oat 0 / 1297 iteas of outgoing cer r?> jV# **&* sFerris i 
handled 179 or 14/%, Deadline* were net in 34 instances or M 

19% of theee handled by him, Review show* no action warranted* ,jr 
Administrative action wa* recommended and approved in three 
instance * by memorandum from Ferris regarding improper handling, 
of Border Coverage Program , 

i 

The re are present ly 2 supervisors in the Foreign 
Liaison nnit r I I and M, In Ferris , Ferris supervisee 

the three Latin American offices, Rio de Janeiro, Havana and 
Mexico City, The latter two offices are investigative in scope 
and production primarily, of statistics, is mads in these two 
offices. The remaining 8 offices are principally of a liaison 
character , 

Ferris supervises Far Plans in all foreign liaison 
offices. Delinquencies in not promptly sending War Plans by 
Legat, Rome, and Legat, Mexico City, were pointed out , File 
reflects clans have been forwarded from these two Legate and 
Ferris set deadlines in order that these two items would be 
received without undue delay. 

As of May 1, 19.55, there were 885 cases pending in 
the foreign offices supervised by Ferris / however, most of these 
cases are of a substantive type and are therefore supervised 
by the substantive supervisor and Ferris has only coordinating 
responsi bility, # 

The volume of the work is reflected in part from a 
review of the abstracts of incoming communications from foreign 
liaison offices. For the 4-month period January 1, 1955, to 
May, 1955, figures are as follows : 


( See chart next page) 


Observations Cona 


'icabiotis 


Ferris s 


Ferris' overtime in past 6 months ha 3 amounted to 
3 hours 35 minutes daily. He has been continuously described in 
performance ratings as devoted, conscient ious, loyal, adept in 
handling intricate and troublesome problems, and singularly qualified 
for handling foreign liaison matters. He has been recommended 
for further administrative responsibilitie s. 
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2.8 

54 

5*5 

1.2 

.8 

2 . 

1.1 

8.2 

3.2 


T *hl bo.Cnjw f ' 

mal avg. per. fay 


11 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 (Beeentj 

1 

2 


Total 

m* 

*5 

2 

k 

2 

5 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

5 ■ 
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SALARY MATTERS - FOREIGN 


Pe r$onnel 


Name 


Position 


( Austria ) 

Cornelius A, Moun ihan Liaisep Representative 
| I Clerk (Steno) 


( B rasil ) 

Martin Carlsen ( ord • to San Diego , Cal , 3/28/55 ) 
John J, Mannion Legal Attache 

~| Stenographer be 


( Canada ) 

Glenr. H, Bethel 


(Cuba) 

W, Clair So ears 
Clark D . .Anderson 
John J . Wachter 



( England ) 

John A. Cimperman 
J . Philip O'Brien 



Liaison Representative 
Stenographer 


Legal Attache 
Asst , Lecal Attache 

» to ff 

Clerk (Steno) 


Legal Attache 
.Asst. Legal Attache 
Secretary (steno) 



( France ) 

Rolland 0. L'Allier Leaal Attache 


Wm, T, Brooking, Jr, ^sst. Legal Attache 
Robert C • LaBossi ere n " 


Secretary (Steno) 
Steno-translator 


Liaison Representative 
Stenog rapher 


Legal Attache 
Secretary Stenographer 


( Germany) 

George A, VanNox 


( Italy) 

Peter J, Cattaneo 


Grade 

Salary 

GS-15 

$10, 800 

GS-8 

4,870 

GS-15 

10, 800 

GS-13 

8,960 

GS-5 

4,160 ’N 

GS-15 

10,800 

GS-7 

4, 330 

GS-15 

11, 300 

GS-14 

9,800 

GS-13 

8,760 

<GS-8 

5,120 

GS-8 

4, 745 

GS-15 

11,050 

GS-14 

9,800 

GS-8 

5,370 

GS-G 

5,245 

GS-1S 

11,050 

GS-14 

9,800 

GS-14 

9, 600 

GS-8 

5,120 

GS-8 

4, 870 

GS-15 

10,800 

GS-8 

4, 870 ■ ‘ 

GS-14 

9,800 

GS-S 

4,995 
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Afgftf 

( Mexico ) 


Position 

-bo 


John N, Speaks s 
Edwin L» Sweat 
William T, Baker 


Henry C • Johnson 
George F , Munro 
Joseph B, Garcia 


I 

Wade E, Knapp 
Rolf L, I/irson 


Joseph T, Qenco 
James T , Haverty 


Legal Attache 
Ass 't, " ” 

n n tt 

[] .Special Ass't . to Consul 

General 

Ass 't, Legal Attache 

tt w tt 

tt it tt 

I Special Ass f t. to Consul 

General 

Special Ass't . to Consul 
General b6 

4aaiatant Attache 

tt tt 

Spec • 4a* 't* to Consul Gen 
Ass 't, Attache 

n tt 

Receptionist (Steno) 

Clk. (Stenographer) 
Administrative Clerk 
Assistant Chief Clerk 
Stenographer 

» be 

, " 

Administrative Clerk 
Comm . Code Clerk 
Stenographer 

Clerk 


(Spain) 

Josejph E, Presleji Leg al Attache 

| | Secretary Steno, 

■■ be 

(Japan) 


Harold L , Child t Jr, Legal Attache 
I I Special Employee 




: 


Grade 

Salary 

GS-15 

(11,550 

as -14 

10,200 

GS-14 

9,800 

GS-14 

9,800 

GS-14 

9,800 

GS-14 

9,800 

GS-14 

9,800 

GS-14 

9,60Q 

GS-14 

9,600 

GS-14 

9,600 

GS-14 

9, 600 

GS-14 

9,600 

GS-13 

8, 760 

GS-13 

8,760 

GS-d 

4,870 

GS-8 

4, 620 

GS-7 

4,955 

as -7 

4,580 

GS-7 

4,455 

GS-7 

4,455 

GS-7 

4,330 

GS-7 

4,205 

GS-7 

4,205 

GS-7 

4,205 

GS-6 

4,295 

GS-15 

11,300 

GS-d 

5,370 

GS-14 

9,600 

as- io 

5,500 
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It will be noted the average clerical salary in 
foreign offices amounts to $4738. me Agent salary average in 
foreign off ices amounts to $ 10,018 annually . The average salary 
of Agents and s tones at the SOG on 4-30-55 was as follows: 


Agents GS-13 
S ten os GS-4 


$ 8980 
3502 » 


During the fiscal year 1954 in addition to salaries 
$ 56,035 wa8 paid to employees on foreign assignment for 
quarter's allowance . Total clerical salaries in Foreign Liaison „ 
offices is 1 113,747 . Total Agent salaries j ■> o~ei>--n Liaison 
offices is $ 300,548 • Total stlaries paid in foreign liaison 
offices is $ 414,280 . 

Foreign Liaison Desk points out that grade and salaries 
of clerical employees approvea by Job Description sheets. 

Offices having one Agent and one stenographer require that 
steno act as receptionist ; chief clerk; typist; code clerk and 
particular reliance must be placed on the employee in -miters 
concerning security of documents and reports. Salaries paid 


to personnel 


'eiqn 


J. V V * V V ’ — w 

comparable to other Government agencies . 


fices considered by Liaison Section as 


Froauction: 


There are two offices t Havana and Mexico 
produce most of the statistics . A detailed review 
City office reflects the following: 


City } which 
of the Mexico 


(See chart next page ) 


- 1 » 


STATISTICS HIXICO LIGAT (Bnfila 64-4532-1131) Let te 8u 1-17-55 

Last Six Mob, Calendar Year 1954 (July thru Dec, 1954) 

Fugitives 


Mexico City 

(fug i SS deling, located) 
an jt 

5 33 

2 9 

2 1 

4 3 

7 2 

• 2 

6 1 
Total T 


Guadalajara Res A, 
cl * 

25 U 

42 12 

47 2 

76 1 

87 1 

88 2 

115 1 

2T 

Cars Reo, 8 Value $11,590,00 


Monterrey R, A, 
cl i 

25 3 

26 3 

42 2 


12 cars value 432,720.00 


Autei Racer, 14 Value $23,050,00 


Fllit SS Aoi detected 9 


Dfjaili 

TTl 


1, Arreit of Smith Aot Subjeot (Puerto Rico) Ramon Mirabal Carrion 

2, Arreit of 1.0, fug Jtt746 Abraham John Hintin 


SS del A fug 

hi|hor than 21 dcmeitio 7,G 0 for like period, 

34 autei (same a Buffalo office * * \ 

Duriif the past year name oheoki and foreign invests, increased from 2314 in Mar, 52 for year ending Mar. 53 
to 3052 

for year ending Maroh, 55, 


(fcasei pending all Legats 3/53 1320 

* »»i 4/55 !715 


~/9 



PERMANENT BRIEF OF SA NATHAN L. FERRIS ENCLOSED. 
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May 3, 2.955 



Mr • Alan M • Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, JJ* C. 


b7D 


f f 



Bear Mr • Belmonte 

I have carefully considered the facts relating to 
a proposed letter to all Special Agents in Charge re garding 
revised thumbnail sketches on tfte l I and the 

| which had been prepared by an 

agent under your supervision • I have noted that you reviewed 
and approved this proposed latter although the sketch on the 


[ | concealed the identity of an individual who 

had furnished information pertaining to that organisation 
notwithstanding existing instructions that sources of data 
utilised in such sketches be set out • 


I cannot emphasise too strongly the need for the 
highest degree of care in the preparation of letters of this 
nature • Accordingly, 1 shall expect you to see to it that 
personnel under your supervision comply fu'lly d# t& existing 
instructions in the future preparation of such^ler$ters» 


Tain 

Nicfis 

_ 



Mohr 

Parso»s _ 

Rosen 

Tamm 


I) CM; kirn 
(4) p.A- 



Tory truly 


'.a 


Co 


JL Sagf, / Hoover 

John Edgar Hoovir 


Director 5 


—r~ ‘if "4 - 


' 37 ? 


»•* i 


S 1200 

TFinterrowd 

Tele. Room _ 
olloman 

ndy 


cc: Mr . Boardman (Personal Attention) 

Note; Movement Unit has advised that Mr. 
Boston 5-3-55 and 
Washington , B. C . 
to M r . Belmont in 


1 1 1955 ' 


in Newark 5-4-55 and thef 
Therefore t the above letter 
Washington . D. C. 

* / 1 ,0 

'C 


beamed on memo from 

■Belgkfint. to Boar dnen 
CFW :baw:lfj 

is to be in 
return to 

is being addressed 



lit- 

vfi 0 ' 


: J'.il 


Ltoiirdjffa 


T XBeMon 


f M * UNITED STATES 


fVERNMENT 

1 xS? 


DAT»»April 26, 1 95* 


VftOM » Kr , 


•ngpcrt THUMlJiTAIL 3K'i?KLHES OF 

SUBVSR&tVE OTSgr^IZATIONS 
INTERNAL SECURITY - C 
Bufile 0.00-725% 



i f Rosen 

V 

Sizoo 

Vincenrowd _ 
Tele. Room _ 
Hollow n — 


yV u f : < V’ v k . 1 £ I I , £ C rj 1 * ^ ^ ~ ' - r M 

^ Tfiftre was attached to A. memorandum dated 3-29- t /J in 
the capt»ned nuBfcer, * proposed. SAC Letter revising thumbnail 
aketehe n^rflTl liZft Y f fflniihed the iT eld 'on T fc^e T iKerty" TTgtoit’'Club 
(LBC) an<£>ths tifctSl esai a Book Corporation (WBC). The revisibn con - 
halted of j$eletJ£ip data re those organizations furnished by Harvey 
Matusow. jgKo other current thumbnail sketches furnished the field 
ftpntain data fcom Matusow. 


>n *« m 

r. jw . jfThe jgetch on the! I c ontalned the present and naat j 

adi&reyie33of I I whlcn were furnished by | 

[ in which the I l was located. rn he Identity ef this 

in dividual w as^doncaaled by bhe use of a T sym bol. Fir. 'I'olsjph "" 
raibedb-the quest long’s {Jp why a sym bol h ad been used in connection 


Hritn sjfttim 1 * forth «£he CSdress of the I [ r? j 

2L r ~ 

52 nj Ay SAC Letter ' r $±-22 dated !|- 29 - 5 ^ the field was a^c^Ifeal] 

^instructed that in aranSttlR t ing thumbnail sketches the source 3 ocf 
data utilized sboulafibe out. These instructions' ’-re'de- drtiSu^dTSO- 
c.that only accurate, documented data would be 'included in these^/p; f f 
v sketch os which /recede iQ.de use in the f\§ld,^i^i t o «jpr ov^ngga zgjtj 
/'opinions or , .iner/hs.tB& tinted statements a^earfM; therein. ^ r .. , 


*‘ c , 'Phe ^memorandum of 3-29-9 1 ? and the atgfefe^^^'ro r'os'ed 38C 

‘Lett ere were prepared 1 b y Supervisor | I and we re 

initifcied as follows: t«°» l 1 in 

the Itifierpal- Security section; W. Vj^Cleveland, V ^ F* YKe'av and 
Assistant .pireet-gj’ Belmont in Mr. Belmontes o^^-c^ J. L.V McC-overn 
and Hr, Eelmofrt Ih -’r. Eoardman’s- pibPice land D* JV Dalbey'and 
inspector in Charge E. D. Mason in the Training and Inspection < , 
division. t.hft instructi ons were that so urc es of d at a . ' 

1 utilized in these sketches be set out, in vi ew of our cutting? out 
done e a lment __QT sou rces wher eve r . pos s ible th e use~ ~of theyunnec e s s ary 
'TsymboT in this instance should, ^%^t »be en obvious to all concerned. 

Enclosures M ,H r> h ' f' . , ^ ’f 


-overn 


Enclosures IS 


/STBoardmtn y*’-' ^ 

1 ry Mr. / c^ihgardner 

'H V.o Administrative Division 

' ■ I 

c 1 b w^crj/ 

2 &iiiM 16 -ffcs 


it ^ ‘ . . p 




H" :p 




/ ’ 7[\ „ m h" j 

W" t B I 


■‘'u'w .«*■* y*? -r- 


f 



■ ■’ v*.-^ C » v V- ^ 

. /” '-v- 


This action does not appear to warrant censure; however, if 
•udh is desired all involved in handling this matter should 
be censured. b7D 

_ The Hew York Office has submitted a revised thumbnail 

L In the new sketch, no source of the address 

I is set out. This revised sketch is included In the 

proposed SAC better attached. Manual changes are also attached. 

In the SAC bettor and Manual change the field is being instructed 
that in thtmfcnail sketches submitted in the future, not to attribute 
information such as the address of an organization to a source, but 
to furnish the source in the letter transmitting thh sketch to the 
1 Bureau* Also, where possible, information regarding formation and/or 
dissolution ©f an organization should be attributed to corporation, 
tax or other official records rather than individuals or informants. 
This will eliminate use of unnecessary T symbols and at the same 

time enable us to maintain a fecord of sources not shown in the 

sketches. The field is also being instructed to submit with the 
sketches a statement to the effect that all T symbols utilized in 
the preparation of the thumbnail sketches are absolutely necessary. 

In addition, the field is being instructed to adhere to instructions 
set out in SAC bettors 55-20 and 55-26 re characterizations of 
sources utilized In these sketches, i. e., they are to no longer 
state an individual or informant if of known or unknown reliability 
as in the past but should follow the new procedure. 

With the revised thumbnail sketch, the New York Office 
submitted explanations of John T. Murphy, the Agent who prepared 
the sketch, and Bernar d J. Connell, the appro ving supervisor. These 
explanations were that I I whose identity was be 

concealed by use of a T symbol requested that his identity be b7c 

concealed and that in accordance with prior Bureau instructions b7D 

the sources of information utilized in thumbnail sketches were set 
out. New York recommended no administrative action. 

ABAC Arthur Marches sault of the New York Offic e on h-21-55 
advised that In addition to the information furnished by I I 


l United States 
, New York Cit y, had advised 
ladv 






t 


' /■ ■■. , s,vV' v* j '* v*'/ Vi ? • 

" •; -'V •* fN> *,'•*. . • djrl : 


REOOHMIWDATX 0H3 1 


(1) This matter waa handled by the Sew York Office and 
at the Bureau in accordance with existing Bureau instructions 
relating to thumbnail sketches. These instructions are being changed 
so that sketches submitted in the future will contain no unnecessary 
T symbols. In view of the above, it is recommended that no . 
administrative notion be taken in this matter. 




< 2 > If you approve, it is recommended that the 
> attached SAC Letter be sent to the field. 





s 


(3) If you approve, it is recommended that the attached 


yCt manual change be furnished the field. 

I ft* 


ADDENDUM: LVB 

Since we have been emphasising necessity of eliminating every 

possible f ' T' r informant t failure to ao so in this case warrants 
- a i “ r k, . . ■» . • ^ ^ » 


censure^ for 


recommendation as to 


[ Henryk Cleveland ^Yeay and B^fmont . No 

and mson. ' l^X+b****** 



PER MANENT BRI EFS OF THE PFRSONNT.L FILES, 
AND I 


"]are attached. 


Umjua ***£ 

S- srif' M*/$. 




1 CLEVELAND, 


- 3 - 
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May 2, 1955 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 


copy-137 


The following Special Agents in Charge are presently on probation; 


NAME OFFICE DATE 

Phoenix 10-20-5 

F. E. Crosby Inspection 

began JLp— 18-^5 


LAST 

INSPECTION 


DATE OF LAST 
RECHECK 


E, A. Soucy Albany 12-10-514 11-10-514 

Continued 3/214-/55 


3-8-55 


J* A • Roche 


Buffalo 1-21^-55 
Continued 3-11-55 
I4-15-55 


1-114-55 


2 - 26-55 


REASON 

In view of 
all the 
delinquencies 
found during 
the inspection 
of the San 
Juan Office 
dated 10-12-5U. 

Because of 
weaknesses 
reported as 
result of 
inspection of 
ll-10-5li . 

Continued 3- 
214-55 because 
of the number 
and seriousness 
of the 
weaknesses 
found during 
the r e check 
inspection. 

In view of 
the delin- 
quencies 
found during 
the inspection 

of 1-114-55. 
Continued 3-11- 
55 because of 
weaknesses still 
existing in 
office. Con- 
tinued 14-15-55 
because of 
the excessive 
number of 
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NAME 


OFFICE DATE 


LAST DATE OF LAST REASON 

INSPECTION RECHECK 

errors which 
have been 
discovered in 
correspond- 
ence received 
from his 
office o 


F. Hallford Pittsburgh 3-10-55 4-29-55 

Inspection report has 
not been submitted 


N. H. MCCabe Philadelphia 3-30-55 3-18-55 


C. Doyle San Juan 4-7-55 10-12-54 3-24-55 

Continued 4-15-55 


Because of 
his lack of 
thoroughness 
in the 
supervision 
of the 
Selective 
Service Act* 
1948 - 

Conscientious 

Objector 

Investigation 

Involving 

William 

Frederick 

Kopf • 

Because of the 
Numerous 
serious 
delinquencies 
found during 
the Inspection.! 

In view of 
the weak- 
nesses found 
existing in 
the San Juan 
Office during 
the recheck 
inspection of 

3-24-55. 

Continued 

4=15-55 be- 
cause of the 


2 


COPY-137 


NAME 


C. DOYLE 


OFFICE 


DATE 


LAST DATE OF LAST 

INSPECTION RECHECK 


SAN JUAN 4-7-55 10-12-51* 3-24-55 

Continued 4-15-55 


R. J. Abbaticchio Charlotte 4*15-55 7-13-54 11-27-54 


C« Wo Brown 


Denver 


4-15-55 7-31-54 


D. A. BRYCE 


Albuquerque 4-15-55 7-9-54 10-27-54 


- 3 - 


REASON 


excessive 
number of 
errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered in 
correspon- 
dence 
received 
from his 
office* 

Because of 
the excess- 
ive number 
of errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered in 
correspon- 
dence 
received 
from his 
office* 

Because of 
the excess- 
ive number 
of errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered in 
correspon- 
dence 
received 
from his 
office* 

Because of 
the excess- 
ive number 
of errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered In 
correspon- 
dence 
received 
from Ms 
office* 


* 

• 



• 


NAME 

OFFICE 

DATE 

LAST 

INSPECTION 

DATE OF 
RECHECK 

copy-137 

LAST REASON 

No Ro Johnson 

Oklahoma City 

4-15-55 

9-16-54 


Because of 






the excess- 
ive number 
of errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered in 
corres- 
pondence 
received 
from his 
office* 

R. L. MURPHY 

El Paso 

4-15-55 

n-8-54 


Because of 






the excess- 
ive number 
of errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered in 
correspan- 
dence 
received 
from his 
office* 

J, B. Poster 

Milwaukee 

4-15-55 

1-23-54 . 


Because of the 






excessive 
number of 
errors which 
have been 
discovered in 
correspondence 
received from 
his office* 

Jo H. Williams 

Honolulu 

4-15-55 

3-2-55 


Because of the 






excessive 
number of errors 
which have been 
discovered in 
correspondence 
received from 
his office. 
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COPY-137 

SEAT OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS (INCLUDING SECTION CHIEFS) 
Ofr PROBATlM ' 

NAME TITLE DATE REASON 

L. V. BOARDMAN Assistant to 


the Director 2-23-55 


A. H. BELMONT Assistant 2-23-55 
Director 
Domestic 
Intelligence 
Division 


V. P. Keay Inspector in Charge 2 
(Internal Security 
Liaison Section) - 
Domestic Intelligent 
Division 


F« J. Baumgardner Chief, Internal 2 

Security Section 
Domestic Intelligenc 
Division 


Because of lack of analysis and 
foresight manifested by him and 
his subordinates in the Domestic 
Intelligence Division in making 
changes in investigative reports 
in which former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow had 
furnished informations 

Because of lack of analysis and 
foresight manifested by him in 
making changes in investigative 
reports in which former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow had 
furnished informations 

23-55 Because of lack of analysis 
and foresight manifested by 
him in making changes in 
investigative reports in which 
former confidential informant 
Harvey Matusow lad furnished 
information* 

23-55 Because of lack of analysis 
and foresight manifested by 
him in making changes In 
investigative reports in which 
former confidential informant 
Harvey Matusow had furnished 
information* 


Respectfully, 


(s) JPM 

J. P» Mohr 
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May 16, 1955 
PERSONAL AMR COjfh/sNTIA, 



Mr, Alan B, Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, B, C, 


„ S, 

- ZKb I 



(St 


Bear Mr, Belmonts 

I have noted with great concern that on May 9 and 10, 
1955, a Special Agent under your supervision improperly executed 
the sign-in and - out register he uses in that he was observed 
on both days to be engaged in personal affairs at a place remote 
from his normal work area after he had signified his arrival to 
assume his official duties. There is no justification for his 
failure to comply with existing Bureau regulations in these 
instances. 


Accordingly , I shall expect you to take proper meas- 
ures to see to tt that there is no repetition of such delinquen- 
cies on the part of personnel under your eupervision • 





Very truly yours, 

J. Edgar Hoover 

John Sdgar Moover 
Bi rector 


m 

o 

m 


CO 


RGHsklm 
(4) CC- 


Tolson 

Boardman . 
Nichols — 
Belmont 


Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons . 

Rosen 

Tamm 


CC: Mr, Qoqrdman (Personal Attention) 

O 1 1 ft - 4 0 tk' 

Ha¥bo to Mr. Tolson , 


Based on memo R, T 

r ;>t 


Sizoo - 


Winterrowd _ 

Tele. Room . 

Holloman 

Gandy 


1 8 MAY 23 19581 , 


vT* 

o 



May 29, 19SS 


££M21MJe MR 




Mr . Alan ti, Balaam t 
r mitral Bureau a/ Investigation 
Washington, 3, C, 


Saar Mr • Balmont t 


jt j (j>Jd Sty 

Cf'Pb A/ 


I hava carefully reviewed tha facta relative 
to the supervision of the Intensification Program, both 
in the field and at the Seat of Government, As Assistant 
Director in Charge of the Domestic Intelligence Division 
you are charged with the responsibility for the over-all 
supervision of this program , It is evident from the 
basic weaknesses tn this program recently detected in the 
Mew Iork Division that you havs not propsrly discharged 
your responsibilities in this regard. 


Accordingly, I shall expect you to redouble 
your efforts to see to it that deficiencies of the type 
referred to abase will net recur. 


Y 




DCMsgcp 
(4) 

CC t Ur , Boardnan ( Personal Attention ) 


Tery truly yours, 
J* £dgac HooXNg/ l 

John Si 

Dir 



Tolson 

Board man . 
Nichols — 
Belmont _ 

Harbo 

Mohr 


Parsons . 
Rosen — 

Tamm 

Sizoo 


Wintercowd _ 

Tele. Room - 

Holloman 

Gandy . 


Based on memo to Mr . Boardnan .from d*~ -M,ij Belmont 5-8r&5+. 
SBDtbaw and CEHsLL . - ■ 1 % ' jCn ^ 


Mil* -,j 


5 5 MAY 27 1955 


■MAILED 2 

f AY 2 3 1955 

COMM - FBI 





. rfBX. I Ci!t) : iqSAS S ITOt JtT .I 5TTIP E ' 


t- : “ aafij 


■ : ^mmm i& - N»i^" 


Sto 


^kom * Mr. / a, 


rliauit 




■' -; K > H RO: P***mm .,, ,...;»^f 

lUm .... . -i.^. 

U Tn»m 

/ Mtw*' c* 

b2 T«Je. Row^ii, 

n„ HoH«M» —H. 

■b/E <- rfr i r 


«*>PCT: 


THE "SEW YORK I OFFICE 


r \ Reference memorandum R. T. Harbo to Mr. To I s an 5-5-55 pointing out 

,i ^ I ^ I in New \ork Office. In 

'[ b> your meir.orsn.du ni to Director 5-6-55 you stated check would be wide to 
^ determ ine what T I In s uper via ion 

| >af our I I a/ id ^ ^ 

I it II D7 which permit ted theBefjSl 

r«» ill l --J ; 

! * ' F J i. a h 

:> tm 


[h!i 



£ 7y. 


... w ~Si 7 s '^/.- nv H' 9 >* y,v - > < 

n , * 7 0*7*7 -*>4 


co. ; : hr,.’ boardfWwi,,, , - 'Y pb. '- 

Hr r B^mont p " 'g’O ■ ■ ^ 

I r*K . b2 *?-' ' “•' * 

Kr • ■ _ ' b 7 E - y,Y tjfy, \ ‘V .. r 

Vit> . _ * " ’ ' l'£t * 

X^brwfP^tw^o ton •. . .v-**v;v^ . 

SBprbawVr ’ anjJ QEHtLL <■ "" v ' ' '%■ ... ^ J 

r$1 ■" ,„ , , -rr. •' ,rf* 

M JUN15M5S vy " * ’ 




* Vfc 




ell 

m 





The Central Meeeareh Section hae for eeme tine been 
preparing a comprehensive monograph on the subject of surveillanoes , 
including problems and solutions, lhis study will be put out in 
sections , The first section is expected to be completed at the 
end of this wseko This monograph should be of considerable 
assistance to the field in meeting and solving various b7E 

I surveillance problems. 


The Director has noted that both Belmont and Bennrioh 



Ur, Belmont was in Mew Torts on March 84, 1955, and 
talked to approximately 685 Agents engaged in security work— one 
group in the morning and one in the afternoon, A copy of his 
memorandum dated March 85, 1955, cows rihgjkis appearanoe at 
Mew York is attached. Mis discussion concerned the very real 
problems we are facing in the field of security. Me ended the 
talk on the keynote that in all phases of security work each b 
Agent must keep tn mind the problems involved and the need to 
think before he acts, Belys omt invited gueiMo** from the Agents 
and answered them, Belmont I I 


■Y'T- 
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bbtifi tends <*» Ai fj 

iiatu rday, fgbiVOM 
being maintai ned j 
•piltitaoii 0/ IffST 


py* v;; ^-™f i: ^ t,gl>?: **» a» gap* ana : 

»-fy t* *** **, fft**- 9* remained over on 
EI» and visit ed several of the lookout * 
the Men York Office amd observed the 
* ike eurvoi 1 icnedWm 


Mr • Bennrieh was in Mem York again on Mhroh 30 and 31 
and April 1, l sfAS* ' fe'HJI the ’spsotfte uftJigttPi of eonduoiiWS^ 
a~Turvey a sTb whether a eavtng of nan power oould be obtained 
Xh the program / whether there was a need for redirection <f the 
expenditure of nan power withtn the program; and whether the 
over-all result of the program justified the mom power assigned 
to it • Be has prepared a detailed memorandum dated May 7, 1955, 
which is attached* 







swimmwft 


i* faetthat both Belmont and Rennrtek 


It is recommended that 


isy be cenkuYed* 


Q 


ADDENDUM (5/10/55): 

By memorandum. 3/26/55 , Belmont to Boardnan , Inspector 
Hennricji outli ned the, gnrpe of a proposed surve y tof the 
utilisat ion of | K yA 

| of NewYorW, and indicated Tie would V Jr \ 
proceed to New York on the evening of March £9tQ**S 
to conduct this survey . for his] 


is rec ommenaei 


le be censured ant 


laced on probation. 


Delmontj Q s Assistant Director in charge of the Domestic 
In t il fia ence a ton, assume s over-all respond bility for 

the [ and it is recommended he be 


censurei 


I also should be censure d because of my basic responsibility 
for the proper admin is tr at ion of this program. 

L. V.VbOARDMAN 
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DECLASSIFICATION AUTHORITY DERIVED FROM: 

STANDARD fomat/mb. M I AUTOMATIC DECLASSIFICATION GUID^^ 

■ ■ .. ^P^TE. 09-03-2010 m Hr 

Office IS/i&WWYdYlduWl • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


UR. L . F. BOARDUAN 


UR. A. H. BELUON 5 


DATE* tfay 17, 
^ 1955 






Rosen 

Tamin . 

Sizoo 

finterrowd __ 
Tele. Room . 
Holloman 
Gandy 


The Director has osfr^d for my comments regarding 
form er Special Agent Will ia m ^^g S^VSnnell f s letter, in which 
s ome | I 

of this project . The answers to the specific charges were 
furnished to Ur. Uohr over the week end of Uay 14-15 , 1955. 
However. I am setting forth my views as follows: b2 

b7E 

Tn the past, espionage in the United States, 
particularly by the Soviets, has posed a grave danger to the 
security of the country ; witness the Fuchs case, the Gold ca s< 
the Sil\ 2 ermster_ case . the Rosenberg case, the Cojjlon case . 



The Program has been effective . It has given us 
insight and knowledge beyond that which we have ever known 
before . While not one hundred per cent effective, it has 

67- ^ 39 

cc : Ur. Boardman ' \\jc+^auX* I 

Ur. Belmont 

Mr. Mannall ' U > n so . 


3 IS* 


■13 iS3 


/Pi/ 










tf tr 



• • 



(6) That the Bureau may have misinterpreted the information 
from New York reporting this incident, because the 
Bureau wanted to misinterpret the New York information. 



- 3 - 







# t 

(U-) ' * 


Memorandum to Mr* Boardman 



(&) Relative to O’Donnell* a insinuation that the Bureau 
\may have misinterpreted the i nfomation furnished by New York 

\ because the Bureau wanted to 
mTsTrFEerpret 7% WTs Ts "Just "plain calumny • This Division 
operates on facts and objective analysis of facts, 

RECOMMENDATION i 

The above is for the information of the Director • 



5 



Office Memorandum • united states got^rnment 


to . MR. tOMUUM 


nt^M . A, Jf, BSSuiONT 


tmtit May %,1 956, 


IUBJBCT : 


pm JURY 


whr _ — 
pM«ons — •» 

Rosen 

Tnmm _ — „ 

Sizoo 

¥ inrerrowd - 
Tele. Room . 

Hollomnn 

Gandy — 


The Dtreetor inquired why a memo rend urn wee not 
sent te Olney on April MB, following ny talk with Olney, 

I oallod Olney on thte matter late on the afternoon 
of April MB, in order to try to foree an issue as we oould 
not seem to get an answer from the Department , Be said the 
Department was studying it and that we would be advised prior 
to May 3m I stated in ny memorandum of April 26, that we 
would follow again with the Department on Friday morning, 
April 29m This was a question where time was of the eseenoe 
and I was trying to foroe the issue. Nevertheless, the 
\Dir$otor it entirely oorreot in that a letter confirming our 
Loan vernation should have been sent , It should have been done 
nmmediately following my discussion with Olney in order to 
Utate in writing what we wanted, I regret that this was not 
pone and I have no exouse to offer . 


AHBrtlo s 
(4). 1-“ 

QC r - Mr, Boardman 

Mr, Belmont ' 
Mr, Vosburgh 


(A* -toio 
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Ijffict Memorandum • onitbp itates government 


MR. TOL0ON 


>Ai*s June 8, 1955 


£>m » J. P, MOHR 


Bjwrr. MONTHLY PROBATION LIST 


Tamm — 

bUk^r- 

•'f^Td «. loom . 
f Holloa* a _ 

Qn4y 


In reviewing the current ninthly list showing Bureau 
officials on probation you noted that Mr, Boardnan f Mr, Belmont , 
and Mr, Keay had been placed on probation in connection with the 
Matusow case on February S3 s 1955 , and you wanted to be advised 
whether either of them had subsequently been continued on probation 
a« a result of some other administrative action. 

You are advised that since being placed on probation 

I Mr, Boardman has been censured on 7 occasions , Mr, Belmont on 8 
occasions , and Mr, Keay on 4 occasions. No recommendations were 
made that either' of them be continued on probation as a result of 
these censures and , consequently , the censure letters did not indi- 
cate such action. In every case where the administrative action 
eonsipts of censure against an employee on probation and the 
recommendation is also made to the effect the employee is being 
continued on probation , this is set forth in the letter to the 
employee and the probationary list reflects the date and reason 
for the continued probation. This has happened in a number of 

H occasions as reflected on the probation list. It did not happen 
in the cases of Mes^j^. Boardman , Belmont and Keay. 

k ACTION . . L J 6 ,-+k ^ <0 fll- ^ X‘ v lf: ^ ■'+ / 


None. This is for your information. 


If, A 



ijfdRClAc 
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t — tl 










56 JUNii 195^/ •< 




'Oil I 




X 3 y> > **'*" '■ ! 

■w ^ ;/ i u,- 


lm*/ 


4 ^ / /& 

} £ C- 


Copy- 85 


June 3, 1955 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 


SEAT OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS (INCLUDING SECTION CHIEFS) ON 

PRPBATTOy 


NAME 

TTTI2 

DATE 

REASON 

|3elxnont \ 

i. . k 

Assistant Dir act or 
\ Domestic Intelligence 
Division 

2-53-55 

Because of lack of analysis and «' 

foresight manifested by him in I 

making changes in investigative L 
reports in which former confidential* 
informant Harvey Uatusow had 
furnished information. 


EXCERPTS TAKEN FROM ORIGINAL 
PILED IN 67-030-2139 


J , ' 

67 JUN211955 


1955 


Pe^tona! and Gonfk^nt tal 


Mr. Alan H. Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Invent tgat ion 

Washington, D. C. 


Dear Belmont t 


q. 


I want you to know I sincerely 
appreciate the exemplary manner in which 
you performed in connection with the recent 
Operation Alert • 


Tou certainly demonstrated efftotenoy 
and capability in carrying out your responsi- 
bilitiee eo creditably . Pleaee accept my 
personal oommendation for your valuable con- 
tribution to the success of this endeavor. 


Tolson 

Boardman . 

Nichols 

Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr _ 

Parsons 

Rosen 

Tamm 

Sizoo 

Winterrowd 

Tele. Roorn . 

Holloman . 

"andy 


t tlw 


Sincerely yours, 

J. Edgar Hoover 

C — 

f \ 7 


Based on memo Harbo to Tolson ^ 
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Office Mmoratmem • 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


MR. L. V. BOARDMAN 




dot, June 15, 1955 JET. 


* MR. A. H. BEJHBK&s, b 2 JSUm 

™ b7 D : 

Sizoo ~ 

T : Winterfowd — 

I Tele. Roots 

Hollo roan 

Gandy 

Re attached memorandum dated June 13, 1955* on 
which you noted that you desired an explanation as to why it /” 
took so long to handle the request of San Juan for authority to 
advise informant's employer of informant's connection with the Bureau. 

The incoming radiogram, dated June 7, 1955, was received 
by the Supervisor on June 8, 1955, and request was immediately 
made for informant's file and a search begun on the name of 
informant's employer for derogatory information. File received 
and review of references on informant's employer was completed on 
June 9, 1955, and memorandum, with outgoing radiogram, was dictated 
and dated June 9th. 

The memorandum was returned on the late afternoon of 
June 9, 1 955, with suggested change, which necessitated retyping 
one page. Due to mail dead line, memorandum and outgoing were 
changed to June 10, 1955, arid sent through the Division that day. 

On Friday, June 10, 1955, approximately 5.00 P.M. , 
memorandum was returned from your office with a note stating that 
the synopsis should contain all necessary information on which 
action is to be taken and the recommendation is t ■ follow the 
synopsis. This change required rewriting the memorandum 
completely, and inasmuch as it was not indicated that tills was 
a matter lof immediate urgency, the change was made first thing 
Monday morning, June 13 , 1955* Action radiogram was redated 
June 13 th and both were sent through channels on June 13, 1955* 


RECOMMENDATION 


This memorandum is submitted 
request and no administrative action i 


d in accordance with, 
is recommended. 


P 


your 


Mr. Boardman 

Mr. Belmont . , . f *9 t n 

: ipr ner & 7 ' 

>:D£ f A mil 10S7 


. . 
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ffi * Mentrandum . united * 

" ' m - L - v - boahduan STATES GOVErnmej 

' MB. a. h'Q l «£ Din ‘ Jme V, 1955 


b °ARX)MAN 


Mb. A. H/'BfiL 


•DBJBCT: 


sssSssa 



ak 

frora W. C * 

j explanation f 0r th^rf ‘P**** 00 ® of Mj. T ’ in the captioned to 

‘memorandum and to thi * matte/ *t? n and the DirectX’ whlch 

“ ^ SAC letter »ere^ £ *-» 80 


**<>/] ^ 
^ ar sons 
Ros en 

Si^oo 

Wntcrrowd ' 

Te ie. Ri 


*•« 
inciudap th 

cl evelSd d: 



, theSiddle^i 0 subs titute at i£» hls ma «er Mr * <. 

.began Jujfe 6 the Du^inflh * ennr ich' s desk f 0 , tim ^^ 

^lmont’g de S k*v^ n ®p e «eary f or «F 016 la «er portion n/?f per1 ®# 

Alert" and n*hf‘ ***• Bel «ont wa« ~7 ’ Henn **ich to attend ** the We ek whirh 
'Substituting forM 2 ?^ 61 * 8 which roqu^f? C0ln pietely invoived 1 ^® 1,8 at Mr. 

^Mr. BeJtt°4 Mr Th^ lm0nt ' ““^‘Venu^ 

(Ju»e ly/lTS^r* at 2: “Tm *^^^ orw "^t?to S W 2^" U « material 

I « ^.^£2? ** * I^SSL*?* «• ““me, 


R W:«aa*hrf « ’ ae * toy > , '««»« te‘^ c * •»'■ 

1 - Section tickler * ‘ ,u #'??,i9s5 :i "' ' 







The monograph was read and approved by Scatterday 
rpa June 14, 195$, and forwarded to Mr* Boardnanuho read it and 
improved it, thereafter forwarding it to Mr* Tolson 's Office , 

Where it was received at 9:54 A*M*, June 15, 1 955* 

NMMMMMMMWf 

V 

Inspector Sieoo advised this Monograph was in 
Mr* Tolson* s office three work days which coincided with 
" Operation Alert"; that he was aware this was the first effort 
on the part of the analyst who prepared it; that he started n 
\ reading it at home late Wednesday evening (6-15-55) and noting 
changes considered desirable on page two of the introductory v 
material, felt he should take the necessary time to read it 
carefully; that with the press of more urgent mail during the 
period he did not get to it until the week-end, returning it 
to Scatterday shortly after 9:00 A*M *, Monday, fane 2Q. 1955, 
for su ggested changes * He states he will see that such monographs 
are handled more currently in the future * 

Scatterday forwarded the monograph to Inspector Sullivan 
in whose section it had been prepared with the request that the 
changes desired by Mr* Sieoo be made* It was received by Sullivan 
at 10:34 A*M* on June 80, 1955. It was returned by Sullivan to 
Mr* Tolson's Office at 9:15 A*M*, June 81, 1955* 

RECOMMENDATION : 

This memorandum be referred to Mr* Tolson and to the 
Director for their information* 

Belmont trtll make every effort to read these briefs 
promptly in the future* 

ADDENDUM : 6-83-55 (imWMJ) 

i The ne eessity for affording these matters more prompt 

Yattontienwse enpfcusiwwd to Beideni* 

- / L* V. Boarduon 


<Hi. i **o 
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li/1,. TOISQN 


THOM » S . T • H, 


i&SO$ 


:, r : 

■■■■■ •■< . •••• • •••••yri r— _ 

”«* 7/26/55 K" 

BclmoMt __ 

A A 


•ragacr: 


fy«0fl 


T*m 

Sizoo 

_ fintertowd _ 

/ Tele. Roo* - 
/ Hello*** _ 

€tt dy 


MILITARY INTELLIGENCE ¥ -•'V - & / .. pilT — 

INTELLIGENCE DIVISION /‘ r /* V: ■,. '■ , -' ;rv ' g.^7 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 1 ' 

SECURITY Or GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES £!L 

(Bureau File: # 121-19570 ) 

Review of charges of inadequate handling A of Administrative Action , 


Bpcka round: 

Memorandum 7/19/55 Barbo to Tolson analyzed \ J loyalty 

investigation; pointed out that Army, contrary to Delimita - 
tions Agreement, investigated matter during 19k8 and part of 
19k 9; case turned over to FBI 6/3P/k9: resul t s dissem inated 
10/28/U9 . Army Secitity Review Board & \ 1 Attorney 

Advisor to Army Security Rearing Board, criticized investiga- 
tion; G-2 furnished Liaison Agent John F . Sullivan 5/6/55 
analyses by' Army Boards and Andrews; Sullivan, in informal 
conversation in early May with Col, Qulnto of G-2, committed 
Bureau to no further investigation in response to an Army 
question as to whether FBI experts should evaluate case 
further; Sullivan submitted mew on this matter 6/30/55 • 

Fullj criticism not set forth to Director until you initiated 
tnftuiry, Separate memos submitted re administrative action 
recommended for each employee; this memo is to record briefly 
a»r one rpommuni cation all the charges of dereliction and the 


administrative action. 


r—Q. ,,, ["<>*■- / 9_a _&2jk2/i| 

► 2 ,*• I L SA.WV Wl J ! j-— • ^tTT \ 

Farmer SA | ~| 7/1U/U9 rkpft¥W& receipt ~&T‘’feques\t 

of 6/30/ k9 from Army for invest iga Hemmi'nl j nb£xg+- t be n 1 
supervisor in Loyalty Section, initiated investigation by i 
letter S/1/U9, Army admitted violating Del iml tatiaa&r Agree* 
ment by conducting extensive invesii^atid^ /afe4of^Ho'^T^erraJ 
to us. Bureau made no protest A tiad- 
( Delay from 7/IU/U9 to 8/1/U9 unretfeeneM^^ 
cast A- hi# ■ rf^fifinsibility inclpj^e^ a protes^i) (CENSURE; PRO 

2, IV. JfVfeffTpJe. SA, 1 °u. , 


♦ 


ting Delimitat-iOiMrAgreeA 
i^jatioB jaWJio & •! ? T^Xe r r al 
d- nerawe J**,* 
l eone opened 

a protest,) (CENSURE; PROBATION) 

ls >u... f . 


WFO , conducted investigation (usirig ^a& Tea&s 

^ ,, - t ‘ A ‘ \ 


GCGihd 
( 7 ) Cd 


Nichols 

Mohr 

Boardman 


1911 








be 

b7C 


on 


Amy report of 5/9/H9 which containe&ollegottc» r 
S/J/itS i n telephone call spoke of "slipping out" a top 
secret document re Project X) and submitted loyalty report 
9/22/49* By Bureau letter 20^6/49 Temple instructed to 
interview two Amy investigators (1 was then in Europe & 

1 out of service/* Temple took the word of the military 
agents 1 commending officer that they could furnish no 
additional information. Temple took no further action . 
(CENSURE) 







gydfjijL-Jijj-iAiL. . „ 

oved 54 Temple's 9/21/49 investigative report 


l- A 

Hayden 

without seeing that 2 military Agents who conducted surveillances 
on subject were interviewed . (CENSURE) . 


4. A. B.Xfijdv. 51 

Eddy , t h mv Supervisor Loyalty Section , reviewed S/^l/^9 report 
and 10/S/M9 instructed WFO to conduct added Investigation , 

He did not present for administrative action fact that he 
felt Temple's report lacked J essential items, believing 
this was question of investigative judgement and not a 
dereliction. (NO ACTION ) Mr. Boardman is conducting additional 
inquiry to^ fix responsibility . 

5 • Qj W tii Bates* SA. 

Bureau's 'reports on investigation were furnished G-2. G-2 on 

12/16/U9 requested added investigation to develop more fully 
degree of Haycock's association with individuals previously 
named In army report <t to clarify alleged espionage incident. 
On 1/9/50 Botes, as Liaison Agent , Told Col. Lynch, G-2 , 

Bureau would conduct no further investigation to develop 
degree of associations as that information was used during 
loyalty check. Bates asked Lynch for more specific infor- 
mation re espionage Incident; Lynch advised G-2 wanted no 
further investigation . Bates did not confirm }n writing this 
contact with Lynch. ( CENSURE ) 


6. J. F jYguJ 1 i VOQjt SA 
On 57o/5youj.livnn, Liaison Agent , was informally furnished by 
Col • Quinto, G-2; with Army Security Review and A rmy Security 
Hearing Board /indlnys, a nd Armu A ttorneu Advisor[ 

» *o i r 


memo, and Army letters 


& his views solicited ■ 


Sullivan turned documents over to Supervisor E. J. Rothfuss, 
Investigative Division; later photostated them & returned 
originals to Col . Quinto, telling him if he wanted added FBI 
investigation he should submit a memo. Sullivan's remarks 
to Quinta were later quoted in memo from G-2 to Army Security 
flevtew Board as official FBI opinion . Documents were, in 

part, highly critical * the FBI was not exempt from criticism 


bo 

h7CS 


-2- 



>v.v 




',- iy’.-f , f -.*; f> iy. '" ■ a 3*5 3$j$i "- '■& Pty'ZjM 


■be 


Jo 6 


re tfce investigation . Sullivan on 6/30/55 by mem touched 
vaguely and generally upon the\ cri ticisms, which was the 
first written notice Bureau had re this & re the conversation 
had with Quinto. (CENSURE; PROBATION; DEMOTION A TRANSFER 
TO FIELD IN GS-1J; NOT TO BE USED IN LIAISON OR SUPERVISORY 
CAPACITY IN FUTURE .) 


i* j'XRothfuss. SA Supervisor, Emolouees Security Section 
vfuss*on5/oor 577755received above documents from Liaison 


7 . 

, Ro thj 

Agent Sullivan; did nothing to alert his. superiors to criticisms 
therein. Though Haycoch case was essentially a loyalty matter , 
Roth fuss assumed primary allegation related to espionage; he 
leafed thru documents but did not read d evaluate them . 

(CENSURE; PROBATION; TRANSFER TO FIELD ON GENERAL ASSIGNMENT 
A NOT TO BE USED AGAIN AS SUPERVISOR) 


■ ■"% 
' ' Vy- 

Jr* : 


'S 


i. I L Si, Sunervigor. ffspionaoc Section 

| | by USmo Belmont to Boardman 7/7/55 end proposed letter 

to Army took issue with Army that a purported J/12/50 letter 
to Bureau ashed status of supplemental FBI investigation in 
Haycoch case . I I memo gave reasons for Bureau *s discon- 

tinue nee of Haycoch investigation & included 1/3/50 FBI 
Liaison Agent contact with Army. Memo did not clearly set 
forth all the vicious c riticisms by Ar my Security Review Board 
& Army Attorney Advisor I | for Director f s consideration . 

(CENSURE; PROBATION) 


. ^ftoachj JAj Section Chief, liaison Section 


9 • 

Roach is Vhief of Liaison Section inhere Liaison Agent Sullivan 
is assigned; therefore is responsible for Sullivan* s actions 
in this matter. (CENSURE; PROBATION) 


10. A. SjCBelmont ^ 

As Assistant^ Director of Domestic Intelllgenc^Jlvision , Mr. 
Bel mont h as overfall responsibility for actions of SAs Sullivan 
and | 1 . Belmont did not qu estion extent of criticism 

though he discussed case with \ L (CENSURE; NO CHANGE IN 
PRESENT PROBATIONARY STATUS ) 

11* L. V .j^oardmafa 


Boardman 


led to review 


| memo 7/7/55 «td proposed letter 
to Army with sufficient ciosemess to realize memo was incomplete 
A inadequate. Boardman, also, as Assistant to the Director in 
charge of the Investigative and Domestic Intellig ence D ivisions, 
is responsible for actions of Sullivan, Roth fuss, \ l Roach 

and Belmont. (CENSURE; NO CHANGE IN PROBATIONARY STATUS) 
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RE COMMENDATION: Mone Informative - to summarize charges 

of inadequate handling and of administrative action into one 

document* 
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RECEIPT FOR GOVERNMENT PROP T 
FEDER AL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



I certify that I have received the following Government property for official use: 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA OFFICIAL PARKING PERMIT 


\ a 








The Government property which you hereby acknowledge 
is charged to you and you are responsible for taking 
care of it and returning it when its use has been 
completed . DO NOT MARK OR WRITE ON IT OR MOLTILATE 
IT IN ANT WAX. 


yours 

m* e* 

. H. Belmont 









































July 11, 1955 


W Wi L M I L Q Mi mmMt 


hm& 

7 \ 


Mr. Alan S. Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Belmont t 


\£(t£ 5bPj)^ 


X am greatly concerned over the fact that you and 
several of your Subordinates have failed to comply with 
Bureau regulations regarding participation in scheduled fire» 
arms training during the fiscal year 1955. Bureau instructions 
require each investigative employee to participate in four 
outdoor firearms training periods each fiscal year , two in the 
first half of the fiscal year and two in the latter half. I 
have noted that you and a number of investigative employees 
under your supervision failed to participate in such training 
periods during the latter half of the fiscal year 1955. 


As Assistant Director of the Domestic Intelligence 
Division it is your responsibility to set an example for your 
subordinates. Therefore, I must insist that you arrange your 
work in such a manner as to enable you to participate fully 
in outdoor firearms training and to see to it that your 
subordinates do likewise • 


| COMM-FBL 

Ili'L 1 2 K55 

MAILED 20 


Tolson 


Parsons 


Rosen . 
Tamm _ 


Sizoo . 


Wiaterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 

Holloman 

Gandy 




in- 

DCMs klm 

(4) r' ^ECORQED, 

CC: Mr. Boardman ( Personal At 


Very truly youre, 

Edgar Hoover 

John Edgar Moover 
Director 



ti on j) 





Based on memorandum from Mr. Tolson to -the Director dated 7/7 / 
CTidss . - * 




7 


JUL *!0.iS55 



• UNITED STATES ^D^ERNMENT ^ 


« DIRECTOR 


CLTDE TOLSOK 


DATSi 


7/7/55 


/ 


T«tM« 

Board«wa . 

Nichole _ 



fUBJBCT: 


The attached memorandum concerning the failure of /% L tfARtg, 
employe ee at the Seat of Government to take the necessary 
firedms training is a shocking example of the disregard tyzpET 
of officials at the Seat of Government to carry out Bureau 
instructions. L, \ ^ 


Siroo 

f ieterrowd _ 
Tele. Room 
Hoi tom a _ 




It is recommended that a strong/letter of censure 
be directed to each Assistant Director? who has personnel 
under his supervision who have failed to take the necessary 
firearms training during' the past six months .o~*. &«»-<« ya^. • 

ht> u ** 

' It is further Recommended thatiMr. Sarbo set up a 

schedule immediately listing all officials and supervisors 
at the Sea* of Government for firearms training covering the 
next six months 1 period. I believe that any employee so scheduled 
should not be excused from appearing for firearms training when 
scheduled unless you or J specifically approve the exception. 

£A Ay iB: / „A «, n/^Arbo 

I tT TT ^ t v rm'S'^ma ir^ r. Harbo^has done nothing ditring the 
sixi monthrzperiod to follow up the various Supervisors at the 
Sedit of Government to see to it that they secured the required 
training. TJ I have told Mr. Mason , in Mr.' Sarbo's absence , that 
he is gding to be held strictly accountable for any delinquencies 
which occur in the future and that he must set up the necessary 
schedules now for the next six months' period and not wQtt until 
the very’ end of the six months' period • l - ~_. 
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Best Copy Available 
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HBtJUm PMLIMQM8CIMS 


the /•liming personnel of your Pteision ere 
delinquent in firsards t ratning far the first half of i 
enlendnr year 195St 


free training far the first half of tho 


i. I» 

r, j, 

r* i, 

fi ** 


2nont l delinquent 4 shoots, fiscal year 1959 
Mgarinor, delinquent JU** chest 
r, delinquent April- and Jtns shoots 

J* ¥,\9rom, delinquent Aprilsnd Jims sheets 
F f f, bClspslan^ delinquent Jpno sheet 



TWaon ] 

Beard man _ 

Nichols a 

Belmont ( 

Her bo 

Mohr 

Parsons — | 

Rosen , 

Teraxn { 

Sizoo 

linterrowd . 
Tele. Room 
Holloman __ 
Gandy 


F, pieman A delinquent April and Jan* efcflgte ^ 
8* B,'N>*naTi" t delinquent June shoot ^ 

° I l dmlinquont JUHS Sheet ** -iTt 

I J. delinquent Juno ohoot £ £V U . 

f. P,fJ[eay, ielinqumt Jane- sheet ^ 

: '2 j* ^•oP , V, delinquent June shoot 
; a* fmispma delinquent Jane shoot 5 . 

‘:d .J • d«A&en«ie. delinquent Juno shoot ^ 

I l delinquent June shoot 

t* Bu8eddy t delinquent Juno shoot 
■ft £tS8QS4ST§. delinquent June shoot 

n I l delinquent June shoot 

£ &• J.&uUiooh, delinquent June shoot 
? NMllepn, delinquent June shoot 

a !» delinquent April end JUne sheets 

\ It ^ATeshurffh, delinquent April and June shoots 
O J* MbKeaehs delinquent June shoot „ 

1 « I 1 delinquent June ShOoA c % f* 

‘ s -\ . I delinquent April and Juhe eh^ot** 

^ I i delinquent June shoot* ^ ^ J 

JRfie is an undesirable situation , and I asmOtali 
firearms delinquencies rsnseed by the close of bust n*#| 

July J£ 1855, unless meritorious eireumetamces exist, nn& 
nkteh fjseat you shall submit an explanation and ad dee mu| 
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* RECEIPT FOR GOVERNMENT PROF „ 

- FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE f 



I certify that I have received the following Government property for official use: 

w 


TIME AND ATTENDANCE MANUAL # 270 


RETURNED 

y 

MANUAL OF LEAVE REGULATIONS # 247 


££ A d 

The Government property which you hereby acknowledge 
Is charged to you and you are responsible for taking 
care of It and returning It when its use has been 
completed. DO NOT MARE OR WRITE ON IT OR MULTHATE 
IT IN ANT WAT. 





Mr. Alan a. Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D. C. 


July 37, 1955 

mm i A LAM m ms mM 


Dear Mr, Belmont: 



/b'bb SDPljCsl, 
Zip'll ' 


I have given careful consideration to the facts 
relating to the handling by you and personnel under your 
supervision of certain information pertaining to Fancy Anne 
BaycoGk received during May, 1955, from another Government 
agency, I have ebeerved that you diecueeed this material 
with an agent under your eupervisi on and it is evident that 
you did not exercise sufficient initiative to secure all of 
the facte regarding the FBI handling of thie natter and 
regarding criticism expressed by thie other agency. 


Furthermore, the agent who received thie material 
in the first instance served under your supervision and acted 
most improperly in failing to immediately record on May 8, 
1955, the receipt of certain documents from this other agency 
relating to Baycock, In additi on, another supervisor of the 
Domestic Intelligence Division prepared a memorandum and a 


proposed letter to thie agency 
he did not clearly present for 
officials all of the pertinent 
regarding the Bureau, 


in early July, 1955, although 
the information of Bureau 
data of a critical nature 


I as deeply 6 oh Her-ntd <§ver thd 
of the Domestic Intelligence Division ajf evidenced By the 
handling of this matter . Accordingly, feu are being conVihusd 
on probation, I must insist that you immediately take appro- 
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Board man . 
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Belmont 
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Mohr 

Parsons 

Rosen 

Tamm 
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^interrowd „ 

V. Room 
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* 


prtate stepe to tighten up your administration 
Intelligence Division and to insure tha^ there 
Pence of such- laxity on your part or on 
subordinates*' 

(?) 

CCi Mr. 

I*c a 

Movi 




"7- -2 


iBpPgdman 
nt 



i 

tkM’ipar* of 


truly 


bid#*-'- 


Dompfic 


your 


(persona 


Attention ) 

'b 6 

;b7C John 



ffarhe to Mr. 


Edgar Eoover^ ' 

Director, 

Tolson , 7/81/55 , EDM:MDG 
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ce iVl emorandum • united states government /t 1 ^/ 


MR. TOLSON 


It 7/81/55 
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4X4 tf. BELMONT 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 
ON PROBATION 


BACKGROUND: 

My memorandum of 7/19/55 , analyzed the | | 

Loyalty inuestigat ion and pointed out that the Army , contrary to 
the Delimitations Agreement , investigated this matter during 1948 

and part of 1949 ; case turned over to FBI 6/30/49 ; results 

disseminated 10/28/49 . Army Security Review Board and I 
Attorney Advisor to Army Security Hearing Board , offered 
criticism of investigation ; Liaison Agent John F . Sullivan 5/6/55, 
furn istted by G-2 with analyses by Army Boards and Andrews; 

Sullivan in informal c onversation in early May with Colonel Quinto 
of G-2, committed Bureau to no further investigation in response 
to ' an Army question as to whether FBI experts should evaluate the 
case farther; Sullivan did not submit a memorandum on this matter 
urifil 6/$0/55* No one at the Seat of Government 8et forth the full 
crit icism for the Director's consideration until you initiated 
inquiry* Separate memoranda submitted concerning any desirable 
administrative action; this memorandum deals solely with 
captioned employee • 

■ be 

SPECIFIC CHARGES AGAINST ASSISTANT DIRECTOR BELMONT bic 

I* 4s Assistant Director in charge of the Domestic 

I Intelligence Division, of which the Espionage and Liaison Sections 
are part, Mr* Belmont has^gvfjfc-all responsibility for effective 
performance of all 

4s reported in a separate merkorarnchm/i^ 

John F. Sullivan acted improperly in t$at m h&- failed-tpir iMmedtatkly 
record on Mau 6. 1955. receip t of pe rt^nerH-'tnformation^from G-% 
concerning I ~L* a few ddys later , after causing f 

this material to be examined by another Bureau Su^e \ 
Sullivan provided informal comments to \ColoneV ' Quint 6 i ofv-2* j t 

! mtM ■: , / : •!: :*■ 
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These comments were in response to a question raised in Army 
documents relating to | | and the question was whether the 

| ~1 matter should De "evaluated by FBI experts well versed in 

Espionage , Sullivan advised G-2 in substance that the Bureau's 
position was unchanged from that reported to G-2 1/9/50 , No Bureau 
official had an opportunity to clear or pass upon this matter prior 
to Sullivan's comments to Quinto , which bound the Bureau to a course 
of no further investigation,. 


2, Supervisor \ | of the Domestic Intelligence Division , 

in preparing a proposed letter to the Army in early July , taking 
issue with an Army assertion that a letter of 7/1 2/50. had been 
sent to the FBI inquiring as to the status of the f I investt- 

' gation, mentioned the two major points of criticism Fy The Army 
Security Review Board, but did not clearly present all of the 
pertinent information of critical nature Thus , Messrs, Boardman, 
Tolson and the Director were unaware of the extent and full nature 
of criticism by the Army Security Review Board and Army Attorney b6 
Advisor R, T, Andrews, b7c 

3, Belmont did not raise a question as to the extent of 

criticism by Army Security Review Board or Army Attorney R , T, 

Andrews even though he discussed this case with Supervisor I I of 
Domestic Intelligence Division, 

4 « Belmont exercised insufficient initi ative in failing to 

secure all of the facts of FBI handling of the I I matter and 

criticism expressed by the Army, He had available to him the same 
documentary material which was available to you and yet you detected 
it. The fact that weaknesses and criticism existed since Belmont 
had discussed this case with representatives of his division , his 
failure to detect and spread on the record the full facts is in- 
excusable, 

b6 

EVALUATION: b7C 

Mr. Belmont is currently on Annual Leave, Explanations 
have not been obtained from him concerning this matter ; however , 
it is obvious that there were deficiencies as to personnel in the 
Domestic Intelligence Division and as Division Head it is the 
responsibility of Mr, Belmont to appropriately train and arrange 
for the supervision of employees to prevent such deficiencies , 
Belmont was personally derelict in failing to question the extent of 
Army oriticism and in fa iling to inquire as to the quality of FBI 
handling of the | 1 material. He kissed this matter off so that 

superiors with even less information than Belmont had available had 
to launch questions of pertinence to the Bureau, He displayed 
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J inexcusable lack of interest • 


RECOMMENDATIONS s 


Censure 


Did not detect and record criticism 
of Army in documents made available to 
him ; inadequate performance by 
employees under his general supervision. 


No change in present probationary status • 


s 

~r-v*'V 
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MESSRS* BOARDMAN, MOHR AND NEASE AGREE, 
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